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Dear Comrades, 

Much of this Internal Bulletin is devoted to the Party’s continuing efforts against the right- 
wing trend. Pages 2-49 contain articles assigned by the National Committee. Pages 50-66 con- 
tain additional articles on this ideological struggle. Pages 67-68 are reproductions of informa- 
tion on the Camp Pendleton committee. Pages 69-97 contain letters received by the National 
Steering Committee on the internal struggle in California. The last two articles were additional 
ones received in general for the internal bulletin. More material on hand will be printed In the 
next bulletin. Meanwhile, the Ideas put forward in this bulletin should be used to root out the 
right-wing trend in our own practice, so that we not only ’’talk Left” but ACT Left also. 

-The National Steering Committee 
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SUMMARY OF NATIONAL COMMITTEE DISCUSSION ON THE UNITED FRONT 



This summary of UF strategy was developed at our last two NC meetings. Following Is a brief statement 
of the operating strategy of the UF, much of which was in the previous report and in other reports. 


(1) Since the main operating strategy of the Party is to build a base for revolution amongst the Industri- 
al working class, our UF strategy and tactics must take this key principle into full account. The basis for de - 
veloping the UF must flow from the shops . The first and primary form of UF work is FRACTIDN-building. 
The Party fraction comprises Party and non- Party forces. Obviously, the non-Party forces in a Party frac- 
tion constitute those workers closest to the Party and most likely to join. However, the fraction combines the 
unity of opposites; workers in the fraction may not be fully convinced of Socialism, the dictatorship of the 
proletariat, the party, etc. Thus, vigorous struggle against ruling class ideas must go on inside the fraction 
to win the more advanced workers to the Party. 

Obviously, the fraction will struggle together to achieve political and economic victories. The issues 
which may evolve can vary from South Africa, 30 for 40, racism, nationalism, grievances, rebellions, May ' 
Day, etc. However, economic demands must be quickly elevated into political demands; i.e.,the example of 
the worker in the Colgate plant fired for stealing. The Party’s response was, ,r Who is stealing from whom?” 
In other words, take the grievance and expose the system. 


(2) One of the tasks of the Party fraction is to build industrial CAR groups/chapters. CAR is built 
around the issue of racism. But we must guarantee its CLASS line. While racism is most injurious to its im- 
mediate victims, racism hurts ALL workers. (This class concept of racism was absent from the integration 
movements of the 1960’s, and even prior to that. And the nationalist movements of the latter sixties obvious- 
ly ignored this question. The omission of a class outlook on racism was a conscious decision of the ”C”P, 
who reduced the fight against racism to a matter of missionaryism.) 

Other concepts that CAR should tackle include: on-the-job racism; imperialism — especially relative to 
Africa at this point; death to the KKK — the fascists; exposing the two-pronged strategy of nationalism and 
overt racism with which the ruling class is trying to saddle the working class (read the surrent Party 
statement In C-D and the other piece in this internal bulletin dealing with this question); the need for multi- 
racial unity to win; and the importance of an on-going multi-issue organization like CAR to guarantee or- 
ganizational strength of an emerging mass, anti-racist movement. 

CAR will also combine Party and non-Party forces. The Party must not be hidden in CAR . Vigorous, 
constructive struggle must go on in CAR to win workers to the Party fraction, the Party and into party 
leadership. Within CAR and and all mass organizations the crucial need for the Party must be fought for, so 
that anti-communism is defeated and that the workers recognize the need for the Party as the only way to 
victory. Thus, winning or losing can basically be determined by: are the workers being won to the Left, to 
the leadership of the Left around a Left line? Is the Party growing? A good situation Is for the Party frac- 
tion and CAR to be working in tandem. A good Party fraction should lead to a solid CAR chapter, and a 
thriving CAR chapter should result in a larger Party fraction, and in Party growth. 


(3) In the last NC report we spelled out the correct application of how to reconcile the development of 
the UF to the line of Revolution-not-Reform (R/R). This means that the minimum UF line we ft ght for is the 
line of CAR. The CAR line includes advanced economic concepts like 30 for 40 to advanced ideas mentioned 
previously. Within the UF, the Party line must be raised and fought for. And the Party must be clearly put 
forward as a leading, if not the leading, component of the UF. The Left leads not only in an organizational 
way, but in a political way by organizing the UF around— at least — the line of CAR, not on the lowest com- 
mon denominator. Thus, a UF that we build must be based on Party fractions, CAR chapters and around a 
Left line. 

(4) With whom do we unite other than CAR and Party fractions ? In approaching other shop groups — in 
this case, various types of rank-and-file caucuses — we should approach them on the basis of the Left line. 

A good deal of our success In winning other rank-and-file workers and on-the-job groups (the concept of UF 
from below must be adhered to) will be determined by how strong we are. There is a great deal of weakness 
in the entire Party In vigorously organizing around the Left line. Obviously, one way others will be wan over 
is if they see the Left as a dynamic, growing force. But, whatever our weaknesses, we should stick to our 
guns and not retreat from our line. 

The best way to win local on-the-job leaders closer to the Left and into a UF with a Left line Is win 
their base. Approaching the leaders without making serious inroads within their base inevitably results In 
watering down our line in order to make the grouping seem more palatable to these leaders. Attempts to re- 
strict our approach to those leaders who have a little more stake in society, as now constituted, will force us 
from retreat to retreat. The primary approach to our UF work must be to the rank-and-file forces wi thin 
the working class. Diversions from this lead us to concentrations on petty-bourgeois groups or forces who 
lead us away from the working class. Thus, rank-and -filers in and outside the shop should be approached 
around a Left line, but the bed-rock of our formations should be based on the working class. 

not 

(5) With whom do we/unite? Ever since our Inception we have steadfastly opposed uniting with our en- 



emles on the ’left" and with elements of the liberal ruling class. This concept is nothing new. And we have BJ 
taken the position that we don't take aid from the enemy. However, it seems in times of crisis — real or im- 
aginery — some people run to the "tent of the imperialists." For example, in the last NC report we spelled 
out how the Camp Pendleton Defense Committee was being incorrectly organized. One key manife station of 
this was in the literature put out by the "Committee.'’ (We put "Committee" in quotes because every aspect 
of the committee except its line was determined by Party forces. Party members or ganiz ed it, were in 
charge of security, financed it and generally ran it. Even on its own terms, the "Committee" was not broad. 
The list of names was mainly just that— a list. It was broad 'In name only.") One of the four specific re- 
quests made of supporters of the 14 marines Is to ask the black Congressional Caucus for support. (See en- 
closed brochure) Inasmuch as other liberals, like Bella Abzug, aren't approached, it can only be concluded 
that there is something positive about the Caucus. Inasmuch as other workers and their organizations aren't 
called upon to act, the omission can only be described as lack of confidence in the working class and confi- 
dence in the Caucus. The black Caucus is an agent of the ruling class. Why call on them to help? Perhaps 
illusions in nationalism run deep and persist. 

Well, Party members working in the "committee" could say, "We opposed th is demand but we lost in the 
UF and went along with the decision. However, we issued literature exposing the class nature of the Caucus." 
But no such fight in or out of the "committee" ever took place. Consequently, we know that Party members 
and our base and friends have illusions in the liberals and in nationalism . 

The only attack on the liberal agents of the ruling class took place in C-D. This criticism upheld the 
line of the Party and took note of the lack of class demands In the brochure. Once again, if the comrades 
working within the "committee" said, "We raised class demands but they were rejected, so we decided to 
retreat," or whatever, this at least would constitute "struggling with-struggling against." However, the 
leadership of the Party in SF and some members do not agree with the Party line, (to this partic ular situa- 
tion, the approach of some Party forces was a step backward from what the black marines themselves did. 
They fought the Klan. But Party forces lowered the marines' struggle to 'Tree the 14" and vague, classless 
generalities about "ending racism," made vague by the complete absence of a class line.) 

(6) Struggle wlth-struggle agains t must mean just that. We unite with non-Party forces around a Left 
line. When we run into contradictions, as we inevitably must, we should not be remiss in struggling against 
these ruling class ideas. This struggle must not only rely on one-on-one duscussions. It must be open, 
friendly where possible, so that everyone involved can be won to advanced ideas. We are not only interested 
In winning the one's and twofe; we are interested in training and winning the workers en masse to advanced 
ideas and into the Party. When necessary, the Party should be self-critical, publicly, if Party members, or 
leaders or the Party as a group has incorrectly put forward opportunist Ideas. We have a responsibility 
which goes way beyond our members, base, friends and family . We are responsible to the working class for 
our line. And when It Is wrong, it Is a sign of strength to say we are wrong. 

(7) When coalitions spiring up which include our enemies on the 'left" and the liberal types mentioned, we 
should not lend our names to these formations. We should never dignity the enemy with the mpnrte of the 
working class . We must keep a clear distance between ourselves am these forces. However, based on var- 
ious estimates, we m i ght assign forces to work within these coalitions to fight for our Hno and win honest 
people away from, weaken, and crush these enemy formations. Our strategy mi ght include building a UF of 
the character previously described. We may already have such a formation to which we could win workers 
and others. But the m a in concept— as in all our other mass work— If . there are significant forces to be 
won, we do not want to abandon them to the enemy; thus, we stay and fight but do not join these groups, or- 
ganizationally or politically. 

in conclusion, our UF strategy must flow from the shops. It is a UF from below. The Left line and leader- 
ship should prevail. We must conduct struggle against erroneous ideas within and outside the Party. 


A BRIEF REPORT ON THE SITUATION IN SAN FRANCSICO 

A new leadership has been established in the Party in S.F. It is more solidly based in the working class, 
is In support of — and has demonstrated that It is ready to fight for— the Party line. Some of the leadership 
was changed to Insure that leadership at the club level would reflect, and fight for, the lino of the Party. Some 
who opposed and organized ag a i ns t the line of the Party remain In club leadership based on our estimate and 
their pledge that they will carry out the Party line, and can eventually be won to the Party line. 

Two things become apparent, based on closer examination of the cadre In SF. A significant part of the 
membership, if not the majority, was open to the line of the Party and supported it. For the most parth, these 
members were the younger and the newer members. Those members and leaders who opposed anH organized 
against the Party's line were mainly some of the more veteran members of the Party. This is not a new 
phenomenon. First of all, with some overlap, the older members of the party are college-trained with little 
Industrial work experience. Usually they are a little better off (sometimes much better off) financially. Addi- 
tionally (and happily not absolutely), many of these cadre who previously provided solid leadership to the 
Party tend to get tired. Some drop out of the Party gracefully as they see that making a revolution is a 
lengthy lifetime process. No get-rich-quick preocess here. Between the ages of the early-to-late thirties. 


they develop political "mid dle -age fl ab.” in cases such as SF, these members who are more intellectual^* 
in the petty-bourgeois sense develop complicated political rationales why the line can’t be carried out. This 
phenomenon, as well as individualism, and the question of personal ties being primary over political loyalty 
to the Party, will be dealt with at a later date. (In SF the leading forces against the Party’s line know each 
other for a long time, and in many cases are very close personally, which in and of itself isn’t bad if it’s 
supportive to fighting for the Party. ) 

The next two things which struck home was that once all the cutesy rhetoric was cleared away, it be- 
came obvious that those who opposed and organized against the Party didn’t just have differences over UF 
tactics. These comrades and others in the Party, if not In word but by the lack of vigor in carrying out the 
line, really disagree with the basic line we are trying to carry out. Virtually all the concepts of Road to 
Revolution III (RR III) are in question, most obviously: no unity with the enemy; nationalism is reactionary; 
the Party must conistently wage a mass campaign for revolutionary ideas amongst the masses, now and 
later. 

Obviously there are sharp differences over the current dangers of war and fascism — Jim Dann and Hart 
Dillon are not the only ones. Finally there is a tremendous difference over the application and concepts to 
be found in Revolution-not-Reform (R/R) which is the operating strategy of RR IIL R/R,in the first place, 
must act at revolutionizing the Party practice. Unfortunately, at the all- Party meeting in SF on 3/23, the pol- 
itical differences were not really joined. In their place debaters’ points were made to please friends and 
families who were brought as a cheering section by those who opposed the Party. For example: the concept 
of keeping a clear difference between ourselves and the enemy was ridiculed as meaning, "You can’t fight 
the ruling class if you are not close to them,” and ”It takes two boxers in the ring to make a fight. If you 
are not in the ring, you can’t fight,” etc. This finally led to the notion that the Party views the ruling class 
as omnipotent and that not only don’t we want to fight them, but in fact "we are sabotaging efforts to fight 
them, we are racist, and we don’t fight them." 

Other letters in this Bulletin from SF in opposition to the line will give one a better view of the political 
level of the Right opposition. Nonetheless, in complimenting one another for making a charade of the Party 
and its line, holding the Party up to ridicule, distortions, etc., in front of many non-Party people organized 
to come and cheer, different members of the Right opposition described the meeting as "the most political 
meeting” they had ever attended. One of the past NC members described It as "more political than any NC 
meeting.” 

The other thing that hit home squarely was that the Party members, in large numbers, didn’t back down. 
They stood up for the Party, and are going about their business to organize the Party around the Party line. 
The opposition line was so flimsy that when some members heard the Party line from the January NC meet- 
ing for the first time (NC reports were suppressed, unreported, etc., leading to confusion and doubts), they 
quickly responded. Three who had quit; over disagreements or disgust with the SF leadership rejoined. A few 
others who had criticisms of how the NSC conducted this struggle — some justified, others not — never really 
wavered on the political questions. 

At the subsequent meeting where a new Party leadership was to be organized, comrade Jim Dann and a 
few others in the Right opposition said they would support, cooperate and carry out the Party line. It was 
made clear that political differences would not be suppressed, but should be written up and aired to the en- 
tire Party. In the meantime, it was expected that these comrades would not carry on guerilla warfare against 
the new leadership. The line had to be carried out and then evaluated, m future bulletins, the Right opposition 
should present political arguments (not legal ones) around the issues mentioned. If there are other important 
political differences to be discussed, we will present them. A serious political discussion will benefit every- 
one in the Party, whether one fully agrees or has doubts and differences with some, or most, of the Party line. 

We expect factionalism to end in the Party in SF. If it persists, if members continue to go outside the 
Party and organize for their point of view, we will have to take additional organizational rqpasures against 
factionalism. Factionalism and. right-opportunism can only exist when all of us aren’t vigorously carrying out 
the Party line. The best way to win a struggle is for those of us who agree with the line to vigorously carry 
it out. We should be self-critical about our weaknesses in Party-building around the line. 

After setting up the new leadership and getting pledges of cooperation and an end to factionalism, we 
worked out a rough plan of work through the summer, including: 

(1) Industrial concentration program aimed at improving the work in and outside the plants. This would 
include consistent agitation, sales, visits with contacts and leadership to forces on the job to build fractions 
and industrial CAR. 

(2) Build for the April 2 march at Pendleton, strong emphasis on Party-building, May Day, CAR, etc. After 
April 2nd, rebuild the defense campaign around the concepts outlined in the UF report. 

(3) Building immediatly for May Day. 

(4) Organize Party and CAR actions inside and outside the UAW Convention in Los Angeles, May 15. 

(5) Plans to organize Party education around the Party line. 

Events In SF constituted a victory for the Party. Comrades closed ranks to fight for the line of the Party. 
While the new leadership had had less experience than the former one, and to a certain degree is untested, 
the fight they made for the Party at this crucial moment bodes well for their success, provided all of us are 


supportive, self-critical of our weak efforts in putting the Party forward, and collectively turn the work .. 
around in SF. The primary act of leadership is not one of skill, but of fighting for and carrying out the Par 
lino* 

(Note: While comrade. Jim Dann did address the new Party leadership in SF and pledge his cooperation de- 
spite his continuing differences, and urge all Party members to do the same, and while he also said he 'Vas 
speaking for Hari Dillon," (who was not present), it is also a fact that Comrade Hari reneged on his pledge 
to the National Committee to back the new leadership in SF and continued to organize against the Party pri- 
or to the meeting at which Jim spoke. However, despite the National Committee’s effort to encourage Hari 
Dillon to help unify the Party while reserving the right to have differences within the framework of demo- 
S T,- e the reorganization of the Party leadership in SF he has continued to organize 
■? 5rty ’ a ^ d t0 , Yi oIa i® c ® rta “ decisions pertaining to the April 2 rally at Camp Pendleton. 

pt p n I 01 ® Party and CAR presentation by abrogating the decision to have speakers from 

PLP and CAR speak at the most effective times. Additionally, some of the non-Party speakers as well as a 
Party speaker from California were encouraged to attack the Party publicly in a nob-so-veiled manner The 
tolerate organizing against it, inside or outside the organization. Consequently, In accordance 
ta,T.i^i,p!w. l0nS °J th 5 expanded National Steering Committee and the last National Committee meet- 
lug at which Comrade Jim Dann s and Hari DiHon’s membership in the Party were made contingent on their 
pledges to anti-Rirty factional activity and encourage the SF Party membership to rally behind the 

?Si^ 0 L the ^ rancisco and the Los Angeles Party leadership have decided to expel Hari 

Dillon from PLP. This has been approved by the National Steering Committee. 

— The National Steering Committee 


INDUSTRIAL CONCENTRATION: IF YOU HAVEN’T GOT IT HERE, YOU HAVEN’T GOT IT! 

From Day One, our outlook has emphasized confidence in the working class. An early article, written 
prior to the formation of PLP, was titled: "UJS. workers, Force for Revolution." That set us apart from all 
the pious opportunists who had found a million reasons to organize anything but workers. A consistent class 
outlook has kept us on course through years of struggle. 

Now we are fighting to maintain that same basic outlook against a right-wing outlook which underesti- 
mates the revolutionary potential of the working class and looks to other class elements, mainly the petit- 
bourgeoisie, to provide the lead. The workers are seen as auxilliary and the revolutionary party just one 
among many that contribute to ’broad" movements. To defeat the right-wing line, the "debate’’ must go for- 
ward to a serious, well-planned committment to win industrial workers to the Party. One can’t have a prol- 
etarian line and no proletarians— or, at least not for long. It is possible to have a "correct" line and do noth- 
ing about It, or, as Stalin remarked, some comrades don’t stand up for Marxism, they sit down on it. 

"Theory becomes a material force when It has gripped the masses," says Marx. The word has to become 
the flesh. That is the task we face. Our job is to bring the revolutionary science of Marxism-Leninism to the 
working class, to master the art of struggle, and to win the most class conscious workers to our party so 
that they may lead the entire class to power. 

The Internationale sums up for many of us why we must build our political base among industrial work- 
ers: "Without our brains and muscle, not a single wheel would turn." The bosses could do without a lot of 
things (lawyers, dancers, preachers, guitar pickers, athletes, etc.),but they can’t do without the class of prod- 
ucers. We could thrive without the bosses, but they are dead without us. The industrial working class armed 
with co mmu nist, ideology and armed can make short work of the can make short work of the capitalist class. 

We have to make this happen. We must not keep from workers the very ideas that will liberate them, on 
the grounds that they aren’t "ready" for socialism. We must not be diverted by the fool’s gold of big demon- 
strations or media coverage of our activities, when those activities lack a communist content a™^ are not 
based on our efforts to win workers. We’re not trying to give the bosses a hot -foot; we’re planning to tram- 
ple them with a working-class revolution. 

Communists are concerned about the entire working class; as a matter of fact, we’re concerned about 
the future of humanity (minus the bosses). But that’s why we recognize and underline the fact that it is the 
workers of the great industrial centers who — due to their concentration in n umb ers t or gan ty.atin n and cru- 
cial role as producers — are the key link in making revolution and the building of socialism. As Lenin re- 
marked: ". . . THE MAIN STRENGTH OF OUR MOVEMENT LIES IN THE WORKERS’ ORGANIZATIONS 
IN LARGE FACTORIES, BECAUSE IN THE LARGE FACTORIES ARE CONCENTRATED THAT SEC- 
TION OF THE WORKING CLASS WHICH IS NOT ONLY PREDOMINANT IN NUMBERS, BUT STILL 
MORE PREDOMINANT IN INFLUENCE, DEVELOPMENT AND FIGHTING CAPACITIES. EVERY FAC- 
TORY MUST BE OUR STRONGHOLD." 

Almost two-thirds of the U.S. gross national product is produced within a 250-mile radius of Chicago, 
called somewhere, "The city of the big shoulders." If we develop the maturity , understanding courage of 

our Marxlst-Lenlnist convictions, we will put ourselves through whatever struggle It takes, internal aw* ex- 


I, physical and theoretical, to reach those workers who can settle the class question once and for 
We have to crack the basic Industries. What are they? 


,r Basic industries are those upon which the whole economic system depends. They include; (1) Those 
which produce material for production, like steel, mining, oil, chemicals. (2) Those which deliver material 
to the place of production or consumption, like railroad, trucking, marine, etc. (3) Those which produce pow- 
er for miming Industry, electric power plants, steam and hydro-electric plants, etc. It is also important to 
concentrate all our energy to build the party in the auto, textile and packing house Industries because of 
their strategic importance in the economic system." (J. Peters, A Manual on Orgp"»*i"p) 

We have to develop a "one-track mind" to succeed. Certainly in the, past we have been diverted. We have 
been to hesitant* It ain't easy. The big ones never are. We will have to continue to as k ourselves that hard 
question. When we say Pittsburgh, we should mean steelworkers; when we say Detroit, we should mean auto 

workers; when we say Sudbury, we should mean miners. A little exageration,but one can see the point. 


Every area should develop a plan for this work. TO BEGIN with, we can guarantee agitational work at 
the gates of the major industrial plants In each area (paper sales. Party and CAR leaflettings, collections 
and campaigns we're promoting, rallies, etc.). The first people to hear what the Party thinks and does should 
be the Industrial workers. Reaching them is an art In Itself. 

In the past we made the mistake of sending students with middle class backgrounds into the plants. How- 
ever, we now have many more students and others with working class backgrounds. If they grasp Marxism- 
Leninism and are physically fit, they can cut the mustard. These and other cadre should be asked to take 
factory work. If it doesn't work out, they can be placed elsewhere. Area leaders should treat all party frac- 
tionwork as the apple of their eye; without it well become windbags. 


Wherever fractions exist, or have a hope, in Industry, they should be re-inforced. We tend to be too scat- 
tered. It is very hard for a cadre operating alone to get a toe-hold. One plus one equals about five. 


Political training of industrial cadre should get the most attention. Everything the Party and CAR do 
should be carried through the fractions so it reaches the workers, and the line is fought for by our cadre. 
Too often our members in industry have been "out of it," as though at the bottom of a well, while the rest 
of the Parly galloped to and fro to the media, to no avail. Every key question of our Party, all important 
political struggles, should move through the Parly fractions In Industry, like oxygen through our blood. The 
workers are long since ready for our ideas. 


The threat of war and fascism is exceedingly urgent. It won't be ended by any cute maneuvers that seek 
to by-pass the industrial working class. Our Party will have to win this fight to organize these workers if 
we want to see socialism. Whatever the price may be, let's pay It. As the working class writes its history 
on .this continent, its story will be told in the names of Akron, Pittsburgh, Buff a lo, Gary, Chicago, Cleveland, 
Detroit, Hamilton, Sudbury and Windsor. 

A handbook should be produced with basic techniques for organizing. It should cover such things as how 
to produce revolutionary shop papers, skill in collecting names and addresses of workers who take our 
paper or support our work, calling on workers to explain the views of our Party , organizing Party-led 
B caucuses , waging day-to-day struggles in a political manner, and many others. 


-XPIPEifiAUSW- 

We live in the epoch of imperialism, the last stage of capitalism ^ 
and the rise of world socialism. The epoch began at the turn of the 20th 
Century. It has been characterized by intense inte^-mperialist rivalry 
causing numerous wars around the globe and culminating in two great 
world wars, the growth of fascism as the principal form of bourgeois 
rule, and above all the growth of the international communist movement 


which led the great historic revolutions in Russia and China. 

In his classic work on Imperialism, Lenin listed five basic features , 

1. The growth of monopolies which arise out of the concentration of capital. 

2. The merging of banking capital with industrial capital and the creation 
of finance capital. 

3. The export of capital as distinguished from the export of comodities. 

4. The formation of international monopoly capitalist combines which share 
the world among themselves. 

5. The division of the world among the imperialist powers is completed. 

In his letter characterizing the current epoch (Internal Bulletin. AS' 

K.M& H'ist-LeZUisr / 

March 8, 1977) J. Dann departs from a*)fe analysis of imperialism. 

Dann makes a special point that this was a period of 

no world wars, that it took 100 JPSARS FOR Germany and the to achieve 
sufficient finance capital to challenge British supremacy, and it was not 
obvious until the end of the hundred years of British hedgemony from which 
direction the challenge would come. "To meVDann says, "US imperialist hedge- 
mony gives the present period a character resembling that of British supremacy 
(1815-1914).'’ 

Dann basfts this analogy on the great superiority of U£ finance 

* 

capital which has achieved an ultra-imperialist posture in the world 

compared to other imperialist powers, particularly the Soviet Union. Thus 

1$ imperialism, despite certain military setbacks , (Vietnam, Angola) can 

"buy back" its imperialist dominance in these and other areas. Also US. 

hedgemony makes world war unlikely for the present period, because no 

other imperialist power , A the USSR, has the finance capital to challenge 

\verv probably I u ? . ) 

the US, Hence the Soviets will/back off from all nuclear and ffimi-nucTea^' 


\ What's wrong with this analysis? ^Everything. /S\ 

LA - 

The first obvious error is that Dann compares the present epoch 

with a previal^kpoch which was the epoch not of imperialism but of the 
tmonopolyJ 

growth of /capital ism and the rise a nd transition to imperialism . As 
Lenin wrote, "The last third of the 19th Century witnesses the transition 
to the new imperialist epoch. Monopoly is enjoyed by finance capital not in 
one, but in some, very few, Great Powers..." And "Neither Marx or Engels 
lived to see the imperialist epoch which began not earlier than 1898-1900." 

( from Imperialism and the Split in the Socialist Movement ) 

This "slight "error of confusing two different epochsn eads Dann to 

^ already^ • * 

ignore the fact that the world has /been divided up between imperialist 
powers and that the drive to expand the export of capital 

by different imperialist powers causes a struggle to redivide up the world 
anew. As Lenin wrote, * ftt is beyond doubt that capitalism's transition to 
the stage of monoply capitalism, to finance capital (i.e. the imperialist 
epoch) is connected with the intensification of the struggle for the par- 
tition of the world." And "Finance capital and the trusts do not diminish 
but increase the differences in the rate of growth of the various parts of 
the world economy. Once the relationship of forces is changed, what other 
solution of the contradictions can be found under capitalism than that of 
force." (from " Imperialism ") 

Dann's second error is to underestimate the significance of the 

Law of Uneven Development under Imperialism. Dann thinks that world war 

occurs only when imperialist powers reach a* somewhat parity level of 

finance capital they challenge one another for hedgemony. 

Dann writes that, "It was only when German finance capital could challenge 

British finance capital that all-out war ensued." But this is not the case. 
Uneveness in economic and political development is a law of the 

development of capitalism in general. In the epoch of imperialism it is 

of "decisive importance." ( J . Stalin) "The law of uneven development in 

the period of imperialism signifies development by leaps and bounds in 


some countries as compared with others, a rapid ousting of certain countries 


by others from the world market, periodic redivisions of an already divided 


<§> 


up world by means of military conflicts and catostrophic wars#.."'’* 

)in. 1 902^ 

For example, prior to W.W. I, /'British imperialism had a 5 to 1 superiority 




in the exjport of capital, german imperialism) By 1914 this superiority j 
had declined to a ^/and a half to 1 superiority. The point is that world 

war broke out, not because of a parity of development of finance capital, 

but ^British capital had declined sharply relative to the rapid growth 

of German capital, even though British capital exports increased from 

But 

62 (billions of frans) to 75-100. German imperialist capital export 
had increased from 12.5 to 44.0. The point is that German capital was 

I 

increasing at a |rate ^jmuch fasterj than British capital, and could q 

expand further only by means of • war. Capital, after all, is accumulated v 
by the exploitation of workers and super-exploitation of workers abroad. 

A third error of Dann's analysis of the current epoch is to one- 
sidedly emphasize that finance capital exclusively determines the strength 
of an imperialist power. While we would agree that finance capital is a key 


factor , it is not the only factor . Thus, if an imperialist power can dominate 


a territory politically and militarily it is certainly in a better position 
to exploit it economically. If the Dann "buy-back” theory would correspond , 
to reality, why then should US imperialism even fight local wars in as 
much as they could always buy back" their positions; What Dann leaves 
out of his analysis is the role of national bourgeoisie’s and their efforts 
to maneuver between the super -powers who are contending for domination. 

This maneuvering by the capitalist class^f various developing countries 
for a bigger piece of the profit action does not lessen the m struggle 
between the super-powers because the US. has more finance capita lj on the ^ 
contrary, it sharpens the struggle between them. 

Let’s Look at the Real World 

The Party's analysis of the present period is that the main U 

contradiction in the world is one of inter- imperialist rivalry between 

\that/ 

the Soviet U. and US imperialism* Ug, imperialism is in a period of 


relative decline vis-a-vis the growing strength of the Soviets, and 
that this rivalry is growing in intensity and will inevitably lead 
to war. It is also the party’s analysis that/lFs, ruling class, 
confronting a developing crisis at home and abroad, is heading toward 

fascism. While we don't put a date on when war and fascism 

will occur in the period ahead, we are struggling to prepare the party 
and the working class to be read>^ M sooner than later" to make revolution 
as the only road forward for the international working^ las s . 

J. Danrij on the other hand^ sees the period ahead as one of relative 
stabilization, of no major danger of world war and fascism, and thatjwhile 
the party can do revolutionary work in all periods, the period ahead is 
not one of crisis. 

Is the US, in decline relative to the Soviet Union? (a point J. Dann 

no longer concedes . ) 

1 . On Industrial production; 

The following charts and statistics clearly show that the Soviet 

\deciS jvey 

Union has been developing at a much faster rate than the IJS, in siichf 
areas of production as mining, manufacturing, gas and water industries, 
coal, crude oil and natural gas, light and heavy manufacturing, and even 
the food, beveragee and tobacco industries. ^see Charts) 
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9. Index numbers of industrial production, world (continued) 
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EUROPE — DEVELOPED MARKET ECONOMIES 
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9. Index numbers of industrial production, world 


1970 = 100 
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MARKET ECONOMIES 
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Not*. Tho indexes of Industrial production are classified according to 
divisions, major groups, or combinations of major groups, of the Inter- 
national Standard Industrial Classification of All Economic Activities (ISIC, 
Rev. 2) for the mining, manufacturing and electricity, gas and water. 

The indexes indicate trends in value added in constant U.S. dollars. 
Value added is defined as the gross value of output less the cost of raw 
materials, containers and supplies, fuels and electricity consumed and of 
work contracted out. The estimates are generally at factor cost. 

The indexes are calculated from 1960. Each series is compiled by use 
of the Laspeyres formula, that Is, the indexes are base-weighted arith- 
metic means. The weight base years used are 1970 for 1968 and sub- 
sequent years, and 1963 for 1960-1968; value added, generally at 
factor cost, for each of these years is used in weighting. The indexes 
based on 1963 are linked to those based on 1970 at 1968. 
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For countries with market economies, the estimates of value added used 
for weighting purposes are obtained, in most cates, from the results of 
industrial censuses or other inquiries reloling to 1970 and 1963. 
These census results are adjusted to ISIC and projected to the benchmark 
years where necessary. The estimates of value added in units of national 
currency are then converted to U.S. dollars 5 . 

(continued on page 28) 

1 Excluding Albania, China, Mongolia, Democratic People's Republic of 
Korea and Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam. 

- Bulgaria, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Republic, Hungary, 
Poland, Romania and USSR. 

:i Percentage ratio of the index for January— September 1975 to the 
index for January-September 1974. 

4 The data for "Centrally planned economies" exclude printing and 
publishing. 

r> For a more complete description, see "Index Numbers of Industrial 
Production, World" in the United Nations 1972 Supplement to tho 
Statistical Yearbook and the Monthly Bulletin of Statistics. 
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In mining etc., the Soviets rate was about 20% faster than the 

US, for the years 1960-69 and Over 100% faster between * 70-*74. In heavy 

industry, the Soviets were about 18% fasterT%ate of growth than 

the US. for 1950-69 and about 100% between*70-74 . Even in light industry 

they were growing at a faster rate than the U.S . (Note that only Japan 

was growing at an even faster rate until the increase in oil prices and 

the world-wide recession of *73-74.) 

\ * 

While these statistics do not tell how much of each category is 

produced, the chart on shares of the world industrial output shows that 

VansLXanada^ 

the Soviet bloc outproduces the US /By 9% (34%-25%) ^Although Dann would 

argue that Western Europe and Latin America and Asia should 

be included in the US campj more on allies later) . The point here is 

'the 

that the charts clearly indicate that. U.S. is declining on the industrial 

A 

front relative to Soviet growth. 

2. On OIL and Natural Gas 

J. Dann together with H. Dillon in their article in the Internal 
Bulletin, Jan 12th, 1977 try to portray the picture that it’s the Soviet^ 
not the US, that is strategicly weak in oil and natural gas. The facts are 
these : The Soviet Union is the world's biggest producer of natural gas 
and oil while the US relies more and more on imports. U’S domestic 
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production of oil and natural Ras has declined since the 1970 ’s while 

US imports have risen from 4.7 mb/d (million barrels a day) to 6.8 mb/d 

in the first half of 1976 ( Foreign Affairs , Apr. 1977 p.497). 

In 1976 oil and natural gas together accounted 

| consumption i ' 

for 67% of total energy^ in the UjS . (oil, 294, natural gas 384). 

Als<^ oil and gas imports account for 42% of t£>. energy consumption. The oil 

bill for 1977 is estimated at 41 billion dollar^ or about twice the 1976 

balance of trade deficit, ( from, British publicationj The Guardian , 

March 6th, 1977) In addition , at present levels of gas consumption, the 
I res purges j 

gasf have diminished by a quarter in 10 years, and gas production 

has dropped by 13% in the last 3 years, so that if present consumption lev- 
els are maintained the US. will have completely exhausted their reserves of 
natural gas within 12 years! 


But J.Dann would argue that U§ imports come from reliable allies^ 
Indee^ that the imports are really from US companies abroad which are an 
integral part of US imperialism. True, but herein lies another fundamental 

f 

error in J. Dann's analysis which we alluded to earlier. .. ignoring 
the contradictions between allies, ignoring the question of political 
and military control over territories. Who could be a more reliable ally 
than Saudi Arabia, the world’s leading exporter of oil? Saudi Arabia is 
the only major OPEC country with oil reserves that have been developed 
wholly by American companies • BUT it was Saudi Arabia that introduced the 
50-50 profit-sharing plan between governments and companies ( as an alter- 
native to nationalization.) While the Saudis have more recently taken a 
soft line on price increases (since 1974), in the fall of *73 they were a 
full partner in initiating the Arab “oil weapon” against the US. Kissinger 
spoke of using force to prevent strangulation of the industrial world. 
AsVforeign Affairs article points out, this "indicates the potential for 
serious conflict beneath the placid diplomatic surface.” The Saudi’s are 
accumulating capital (foreign exchange reserves) at a fantastic rate from 
1972 to 24^6 billion in mid— 1976, or 2/3 that of W. G erm any 


and \h times that of the U.S. or Japan. 

All this represents the point that/capitalists of Saudi Arabia 
have their own class interests to pursue and, though certainly an ally of 
the US> do come into conflict with US imperialism to the point where the 


US is required to threaten it with military force. 

3. Food and Agriculture 

While it is well-known that US outproduces the Soviets in food 

production and the US, is an exporter of grain while the Soviets are an 

importer, it is not true % "US agricultural superiority allows the ruling 

// 

class to blackmail scores of nations, even the Soviet Union and its 

satellites who are dependent on the US for #ood," as Dillon-Dann claim. 

US grain exports account for half of all the grain exported in the world. 

However, as Ern^i Rothchild, writing in Foreign Affairs (Jan. 1976) points 

out, food power as a political weapon is an illusion. Rothcffild/ 

<r The world grain market is peculiarly insulated from export embargoes. 

It is different from the world oil market in that less than one-eighth 
of the grain produced in the world is traded internationally as compared 
with more than half of the oil produced." Thus, US. grain exports are 

only 5 % of all grain produced while oil exports of the Persian Gulf 
states account for half of the world’s exports and a third of all oil 
produced. Grain-d.mporting countries therefore have enormously more oppor- 
tunity than oil-importing countries to buy from odd sources --in the case 
of countries to which the US refused to sell from the residual $5% of the 
world harvest. 


In addition, Rothchild points out that a US food boycott policy 
would backfire politically by arousing world -wide resentment against US. 
imperialism and only result in further US isolation. Other contradic- 

tions are also pointed out in that the U 4 S farmers would also oppose such 
policies because of their own narrow profit interests. Rothchild also 
notes that the Soviets have recently invested heavily in self-sufficiency 




for agricultural development and in food storage. 

The point is that strategic*^ the US is an increasing importer 

\have achieved y 

of oil and natural gas while the Soviets ^self-sufficiency. 

And that food power as a political weapon is an illusion. 


4. Milit« 


Power 


While the US after the second W.W. enjoyed a nuclear monopoly and 

military superiority this advantage has long since disappeared# Almost 

all reports (with the exception of Dillon-Dann' s) indicate that the Soviet 

Union has not only caught up but has overtaken the t JS, militarily* We 

are not going to bore the readers with more statistics on this. As Gen. 

A Haig, NATO commander said categor iod/y , " They now have the largest 

accumulation of potential military power the world has ever seen. A global 

Soviet military power has emerged. At the present rate the Soviet Union 

alone is annually out-arming all NATO countries put together.” As Drew 

Middleton, military expert for the NY Times noted, "The global military 

situation that will confront Jimmy Carter as he takes office on Jan. 20 

differ* significantly from that faced by any of his predecessors since 

1945. The differjence arises from the growth of Soviet ilitary Strength 

and the relative decline of American power over the last ten years." 

Paul Nitze, former Deputy Defense Secretary and Secy, of the Navy writes 

in Foreign Affairs that "The U$ in 1960 held a slight 

but increasing advantage over the Soviet Union, and this advantage be- 
came greater in about mid -1964. Thereafter, however, Soviet programs 
greatly accelerated --after the Cuban missile crisis -^Started to reverse 


this trend, so that by mid -1968 the total deployed throw-weights on both * 
sides, before a hypothetical nuclear exchange, were rcJghly equal’. However, 
the l[S operational advantage persisted for sometime thereafter, offsetting 
the Soviet superiority in deployed throw-weight. For example, if in 1970 


j the Soviets attacked 
j have been eliminated 
I end of the exchange. 


the US forces, their entire prewar advantage would 
leaving the US with substantial superiority at the 
However, this situation began to 



in 


1973, with the Soviets gaining the military * capability to end^) 

an exchange with an advantage in their favor. ... By^L977, after a Soviet- 
initiated counter -force strike against the US. to which the US responded 
with a counter-force strike, the Soviet Union would have remaining forces 
sufficient to destroy Chinese and European NATO nuclear capability, attack 
U& population and conventional military targets, and still have a remaining 
force throwfrweight in excess of that of the US. And, after 1977 , the Soviet 
advantage after the assumed attack mounts rapidly.” 

All these long quotes ^and there are plenty more) indicate that the 

US. ruling class and its military advisors are growing panicky about the 

t Brfc. Secj* of State in the Wilson Cabin et,] 
growth of Soviet military power.' As Lord Cha 1 f or j/ noted in his article ' * 

in the National Review (2/18/77) quoting the Kissinger Doctrine* ”The 

Soviet Union is emerging as a global super- power and there is very little 

anyone can do to prevent it.” 

An^ Dann thesis is that because of US. finance capital, the 
struggle between the super-powers isn’t even a horse race. Does anyone 
think that the party can base its political line on such nonsense? 

5. Political Influence 

Dillon-Dann admit the growth of Soviet political and economic influ- 
)globe^ 

ence around the a bOt try to minimize it in order to emphasize that the 
U& really has nothing much to worry about. In Latin America, Soviet 
imperialist penetration has increased over the past 20 yrs, D-D admit, but 
"for the US imperialists the situation hasn’t been so good for nearly 18 
years , "Jthey say. In Africa, D-Djwrite, that ’’here, too, the Soviets have 
made huge gains in the last 20 years.” But again, it’s not the US 
that is on the decline here (they can always "buy back”what they have 
lost militarily) but it’s the Soviet influence that’s on the wane. 

They cite the dominant state in Central Africa, Zaire, as being under total 
US control and has achieved a fascist-type stability. Unfortunately, as 
Lenin said, "Life will assert itself.” So-«lfc only thCse very)^ wee^t; a crisis 
developed in Zaire. Let’s examine this a little, for it’s very instructive. 

The party's analysis is that the main contradiction in the present 


period is Soviet and UJS inter- imperialist rivalry. Virtually, all(£j) 

international events can only be understood within the frame-]fcff^ this rival- 
ry, which grows in intensity and makes for a volatile world situation, 

Zaire, formerly the Belgium Congo ; demonstrates this analysis complete- 
ly. Back in 1961, Zaire’s prime minister and national leader was murdered 
by the CIA because he was considered too pro-Soviet. Since then $500 kill- 
ion (1960-73) was sent to prop up their stooge Mobuto. Last year, Angola 
Zaiitfs neighbor^ came under Soviet influence (MPLA) as the US. stood by 
helplessly unable to send the troops iiy as in the good old days of US, 
hedgemony. Then Kissinger hastily makes his African tour revindicate a change 
in US, policy to back "majority rule" in Zimbabwe, jso. Africa, Namibia, etc. 
Then the ruling class assigns Andy Young to head the UN delegation to give 
a new look to US, imperialism. But this charade fools nc^ane^-the under- 
lying conflict goes on. 


With the backing of the new pro-Soviet government in Angola, ^000 
Katangan soldiers invade Zaire .jFormerly they were trained and armed by the 
Belgium; French and Portugese imperialists. Now they are armed with Soviet 
weapons and instructed by the Cubans, (the Soviet imperialists just 


over where the others had been ousted.) Zaire (as D-D noted) is an import- 
ant US. interest. $1 Billion is invested in the country which supplies 7 % of 
the world s copper, 67 / 0 of its cobalt, and 1/3 of its industrial diamonds. 
Most of the wealth is in the province under invasion. The current battle 

may not result in the loss of Zaire to the U % § bosses who are rushing in 

v- desperate.^ ? 

additional aid to the/ Flobuto regime. In an article in the NY Times 

of March 23, 197 ^ it was noted thatj"if Southern Zaire were to secede and 
be brought into the Soviet camp, then pro -Moscow Marxist states would 
form a belt through the heart of the continent running from Angola and 
Congo on the Atlantic to Mozambique on the Indian Ocean." 


And the Dillon-Dann analysis says that it isn’t even a horse race 
because of the stregth of IJS. finance capital. 

In the Mid-East , "Soviet influence has zig-zagged considerably," says 
D-D. But hasn’t US influence also zig-zjged considerably? The point is 


that Soviet influence over the past 25 years has zig-zagged upward in this 
region while UjS influence has zig-zagged downward . The Arab ruling © 
classes are opting for an independent imperialist posture as they 
accumulate oil wealth and military hardware, but of course they have 
a long way to go to catch up to the super-imperialist powers. In the mean- 
while, they jockey back and forth, going after the best deal they can swing. 

In tha recant issue of Foreign Affairs . Apr., 1977, George Ball, former 

Under-secretary of State, writes an article on the Israeli-Arah conflict which 

highlights the fact tha^l^-East situation is highly volatile and could result 

in an imminent Soviet-US clash following a probable breakdown in the scheduled 

Geneva Conference sometime this Fall. He urges that the US seek the cooperation 

of the Soviets in dictating a peace plan to both the Israelis and the Arab states. 

o 

He directs the main fire at Israeli intrans^enge for refusing to withdraw to the 

A 

pre-1967 borders, spells out the economic liability that Israel is to the US. (2.34 

Billion a year) and indicates also the internal contradictions that the Carter 

Administration will face if it pursues a hard line- -which he contends is the only 

line that could stabilise the area for imperialism. He says ” The time is ripe 
\take a strong hand and J 

to/save Israel from lerself and in the process try to prevent a tragic war that 
could endanger the economies of the non- communist poweers, separate the U.S. from 
Its allies and precipitate enormous Internal debate, and pose a serious danger of 
a clash with the Soviet Union 

This artlce^ of the real situation in the Mid-East y hardly corresponds to the 

Batm-Dlllon fable of unchallenged hedgemony and stability. 

D-D also admit that Soviet influence has grown in Asia and that the 

balance of power in Vietnam and India has shifted in their favor. As 
Kathleen Gough noted in her book ; Imperialism and Revo lution J.n South Asia 
’’As of early 1972, the Soviet Union controlled 80% o^ India’s electric^ 
generating equipment industries, 80% of heayy engineering industries, 30% 
of iron and steel, 60% of electrical equipment, and 25% od power f 
With respect to India’s export tradd, the USSR controlled 57% of India’s 
export of wool, 75% of woolen garments, 53% of cotten, 75% of jute and 51% 


of skins. Also since 1965, the Soviet Union has exported very large quant- 
ities of weapons to India. It has investments in privately-owned Indian (&) 
factories which use Soviet raw materials to manufacture goods with cheap 
Indian labor; the goods are re-exported to the Soviet Union . . . •• Like 
Western imperialism, Soviet imperialism aims to control Indian indutries, 
accummulate profits from cheap Indian labor, make India a base for captur- 
ing its internal markets and control it politically through a combination 
; of economic and military loans. (For more information on Soviet imperialism 
in India, Egypt and other so-called "third World ' and developing countries, 
see the current PL article on Soviet imperialism.) 

; Indies only the second most populate^ country in the world-- 

certainly a good source to accumulate some capital-- and the D-D line would 
. have us believe that it isn’t even a horse racel 

As for other areas of political influence, such as Western Europe, 

D-D write that] M NATO has demonstrated a/stability than few alliances in 
I imptrialist history.” But the problem with the D-D analysis is that 

in the case of Zaire) they do not understand that we live in a world 
| changing relationship of forces » of contradictions between capitalist 
| c la sse s as well as within capitalist states. (|EATO in 9outh-Asia is 

i 

finished, so that the reliable ally Marcos of the Philippines is reassessing 
i his alliance with the UjS . ) (NYT, 2/24/77) • 

NATO as an alliance against the Soviet Union has withered over the 

t ' • ' 

I past decade. Its primary aim has become an instrument for maintaining INTER N 
[ AL STABILITY in western Europe. Because of the deepening economic crisis 

| confronting Western imperialist countries, the capitalist classes there 

are more and more forced to rely on their political reserve--the revisionist 

} socialist bloc to run their system for them and to try to keep the class- 


and socialist'- conscious workers of western Europe in check, as they 
did recently in Portugal. While the revisionists assure their capitalist 


bosses and the imperialists 
is that the U£ ruling class ne 
reliability of their French Italian and British allies 


that they will remain in NATO, the fact 
CcP's J 

is that the U£ ruling class neither trusts the f reliability , 


nor the 


The Dillon-Dann line on the current epoch of imperialism, /oiT"^ 
the immediate period ahead (10-15 years) projects a totally false picture 
of UNCHALLENGED l(§ imperialist hedgemony around the globe, of a lj§ imperi- 
alism that is not in serious decline, of a US imperialist alliance that 
is stable and reliable, of a U,S imperialist system that is not likely—* 
in the period ahead— to be in a world war or require fascisn^ because it 


is "SO STRONG." 


imperialist J 
:/r 


This false picture of/ reality as it has developed since the turn of 
the 20th Century and in the present period, if adopted by the party, would 
put the party onto the road of becoming a revisionist party. The party 
will not be lulled by the assurances of Dillon-Dann that we are living 
in mm such a stable world situation. Nor will we lull the m international 
working lass with such a distorted view of imperialism. 

What About the Working Class 

It's indeed curious, that the D-D article on US.- Imperialist rivalry 
and J.Dann's letter on the current epoch and historic period completely 
ignore what's happening to the U.S workingjclass . Why this oversight? 
Because any examination of the reality of the sharpening racist attacks 
on the U£ workingjclass would completely contradict their thesis about 
the great stability and financial stregth of the U.S. imperialists. The 
fact is as the Party has pointed out in numerous articles (some of which 


J . Dann himself helped to write before he changed his mind within the last 
couple of months^ -tha^^ ruling class is sharpening the ax against 

the workers precisely because of its serious decline , and its decline 

'' * ■ ' ■ 

is intensified by the economic crisis confronting it. As the Party noted 

in its pamphlet on the Decline and Fall of Fun City : "In order to keep 

pace with the othe3r capitalists , the ruling class estimates that it will 
need possibly up to $4.5 trillion in the next ten years. The money is 

to mm So for city state, and local govt, deficits, residual construction, 

it 

plant expansion (etc.-) The ruling class faces a $1.5 trillion "capital ga^ " 
as pointed out in Business Keek * s article "The Capital Crisis" 9/22/75. 


The fundamental cause of this "Capital Gap" is not only the decline of 
US. imperialism vis-a-vis other imperialist powers, but the decline in 
— y at * e --, °f p r o f it. ( Marx's analysis is quoted in the Business Week 
article.) A^T?ndication of how serious the decline in^ the rate of profit 
has become for the US ruling class, the Dept, of Commerce stated that the 




pre-tax return on invested capttal by non-financial corp. (raanuf. anS)^ 
vice) has dropped from just under 17% in 1965 to just over 5% in 1975. 

It is to make up for this)"capital gap" that the ruling class is 
stepping up its attacks on the workingjclass in the form of layoffs, 
cutbacks, wage cuts, higher taxes and prices. Of course the ax is aimed 
at minority workers in the first place. This is not just a New York City 
phenomena, but is a crisis confronting every major city and area in the 
U.S. (including, we may add, the S.F. Bay Area as wellt) 

How do Dillon-Dann explain these increasing attacks on the 


working class? How do they explain the growth of such fascist organiza- 
tions as ROAR and the KKK and others^ which have more and more surfaced 
across the country and openly in the LJSl military establishment? 


How do they explain the past decade of growing con- 
flicts within the ranks of the ruling class itself (from the assassination 
of the Kennedys, the ouster of Johnson, the resignation of NixAn, and 

the Watergate crisis, etc) if the US ruling class is SO financially strong 
and stable? 

No, they don't explain it--because it fully exposes their bankrupt 
analysis about the strength and stability of l]S. imperialism. 


The Struggle between two lines 

The D-D line on imperialism and the current period is a deplture 
from a M-L analysis and constitutes a frontal assault on the basic party 
line on the growing danger of war and fascism in the coming period. It is 
a line which has a long history in the international communist movement 
and in the US communist movement, in particular, which always veered in 



\ thesis of the^ > 
3 


direction of right opportunism based on theffexcept iona 1 strength" of 
US capitalism, and imperialism in general. ©A 

m 

Some history of the struggle between the two lines 



Lenin’s polemics with Kautsky's analysis of imperialism brought about 

the split between the revisionists and the Bolsheviks. Lenin said "Kautsky's 

03 i y y 

utterly meaningless talk about ultra -imperialism encourages, among other 
things, that profoundly mistaken idea which only brings grist to the mill 
of the apologists of imperialism, viz ., that the rule of fiaance capital 
lessens the uneveness and contradictions inherent in world economy, 
whereas, in reality it increases them." And Lenin said Compare this 
reality*-the vast diversity of economic and political conditions, the 
extreme disparity in the rate of development of the various countries ,*fcc . , 
and the violent struggles among the imperialist states— with Kautsky's 
silly little fable about ^peaceful* ultra -imperial ism. " 


ch 

From Kautsky, to Browder, to Khrusljjev, the revisionists have always 

exaggerated the power of the imperialists, minimized and downplayed the 

contradictions between them, and peddled a line to assure 

the international workinglclass that revolution was / not possible because 
„ ' u lalsoy 

the bosses are too strong and stable, and/that the workers need not concern 
themselves about threats of world wars. Our Party will not go down that 
road— the road D-D suggests that we take and which the National Committee 
characterized as warmed-over Browderism. 

f(h\rus\\ch&/ had his own twist to the ultra -imperialist line when he 
set forth the thesis that nuclear weapons made war ‘obsoletei* J. Dann 
doesn't go that far, but echoes that position by saying that the Soviet 
imperialists will back off because they know how strong U& imperialism's 
lead is over them, and also that imperialists know their business well 
and won't risk nuclear war. He is not 100% on this, only very probably. 1 ' 

Many comrades and workers believe that the US, and Soviet imperialists 
won't use nuclear weapons and that world war is unlikely because nuclear 


weapons 




counter -prodHetive to imperialist aims. This view 


was 


when they didn’t have nuclear weapons,/ 
also peddled by the Chinese communists to ascertain "extent/ in tEeir / 



early 1960 *s polemics with the Soviets when they cited the non-use of 
poison gas in the second W.W. However) all comrades and workers should 

> 

understand that a third world war will be a nuclear war. This is so 

( of the USSR & U&^ > 

because the entire military aparatus and strategy/ for waging world war 

hinges on nuclear capability. . It would be bordering on criminal nai^te 

to tell the wokers of the world not to worry* about nuclear war because 

the imperialists will very probably '’back off T When the vital interests 

of the imperialists clash- -and they are heading in that direction--we 

say to the working lass: prepare for revolution, and make revolution- - 

it is the only road to victory for the international workiridclass . Do 

// a vDq/ / 

not rely on the imperialists to back off # W^ not heed the counsel of 


those who tell us world war and fascism^ unlikely' for the coming 
period. Reject the IJS. 100- yr. hedgemony "buy-back” and "back- 

We say, *Build the revolutionary movement Now! Rely on the working 
class! Smash the UjS. ruling class’s drive toward war and fascism! Unite 
around the Party-Pefend the Party’s Revolutionary Line and smash 
the right-wing opposition to the party’s line. BUILD THE PLPl 


-«is. 


When NATO Is Viewed 


As an American Heritage 


By C. L. Sulzberger 

BRUSSELS — I still think it was a 
mistake not to propose a European of* 
ficer as NATO’s high commander in the 
1950’s — some time after General Eisen- 
hower and before General Lemnitzer — 
to demonstrate United States recogni- 
tion of true philosophical equality in 
the West’s grand alliance. 

For, had such a move then been sug- 
gested, nuclear inhibition precised by 
the American Congress could have 
been handled by a special United States 
deputy to the allied chief, and an oper- 
ational flexibility might have been es- 
tablished while the West still held a 
decisive edge over the Soviet Union. 

Now it is too late. The day of an 


as gone . _ 

bosses since SHAPE head- 


y 

Jnited/ 



hint of Washington’s i ntent to disen 
g age wer e we to put fo 
now, as 

il y ahead as the wor ld’s single domi 
nant armed force . 

r Gen. Alex ander M. Haig, present" 
NAIQ "commande r. makes no bones 
ab out that. H e says categorically: 
“Th ey now have the largest accumu la- 
ti on" of potential military Power th e 
world has ever see n. A global Sovie t 
military power has emerged. At the 
p resent rate the Soviet Union alon e 
is annually out-arming all NATO coun - 
t ries puttogether. ” This being the case 
—nand one by no means stated only by 
General Haig — it should come as 
steadying news to all the NATO part- 
ners, North American and European, 
as well as to the rest of the Western 
world that there appears no likelihood 
General Haig will be replaced by 
President Carter at this critical his- 
toric moment. 


The general, who has just returned 
from the United States, where he saw 
the President as well as other leaders 
of the new Administration, was re- 
garded as a “Nixon man’’ when he 
first was named for the NATO job, 
having served in key positions of the 
last Republican President’s National 
Security Council. But he regards him- 
self as a nonpolitical “military man.” 
After all, he served President Lyndon 
Johnson in Washington and was a top 
member of the staff of then-Deputy 
Defence Secretary Cyrus Vance. 


General Haig admits there is neither 
a NATO statute nor a precedent fixing 
the term of office for the alliance’s 
commander. Nevertheless, he observes, 
all commanders (including himself) 
have also been commander-in-chief of 
United States forces in Europe. 

The term for that post is two years. 
Haig was reappointed to it in Novem- 
ber 1976 by President Ford and there- 
fore remains in his NATO office. “This 
is a military assignment,” he told me. 
“I don’t expect any changes.” 

Considering traditions of the past 
quarter century, considering the link 
between SACEUR (the United States 
European command) and SAC (su- 
preme allied commander), and also 
considering the fact that Haig just saw 
Carter, this is a most significant state- 
ment. It implies that, at the very least, 
Haig will be running the allied armies 


FOREIGN AFFAIRS 


for almost two more years and, re- 
membering his youth (52), maybe mark- 
edly longer. 

This is regarded as a comforting 
probability by our allies even though 
some were initially querulous about 
accepting a man involved in the Water- 
gate windup. He has made much 
headway over here. Rumors, after 
Carter’s election, that he might depart 
were disheartening, and it is a stabiliz- 
I ing factor that he appears set to stay. 
I General Haig sums up the essence 
\ of the alliance in one phrase: "A suc- 
cessful coalition includes an equitable 
/distribution of risk.” This means the 
United States must-rand will — take 
the same gambles it expects of tiny 
Luxembourg. It is the first time I have 
heard the problem summed up so suc- 
cinctly since President de Gaulle of 
France initially conjectured that, once 
Soviet missiles could strike American 
soil directly, Washington’s resolution 
would falter. 

Yet equitable distribution of risk 
also requires equitable distribution of 
effort if the alliance is to remain 
effective. It must reconcile itself to 
the probability of an increasing Soviet 
edge over the West in both quantity 
of weapons and of trained frontline 
manpower. 

This is a new situation for a NATO 
commander. There has been a gradual 
but cumulative change from the over- 
whelming nuclear advantage and basic 
nuclear strategy of the alliance that 
existed twenty years ago. It is not that 
a new strategy is now needed, but a 
new resolve which has been lacking 
in rqcent years. On that, more anon. 





On Similarities between the 
Weimar Germany 


SS in tne *?0s and 



^Our party has developed a vigorous analysis of inger-imperialis 
rivalry , war and fascism whicn makes clear the need and possibility 
of proletarian revolution. It has elaborated the new conceot of 
making revolution primary over reform throughout our work. "Yet 
despite . verbal agreement with this line, the old practices of 
absorption in reform issues and hesitation in bringing the 
ideas of revolution to the masses remain, to one decree 
or another, throughout our party, these old ideas and practices 
represent a rig.it-wing drift; they find their highest expression 
in &ann and Dillon's recent articles and Leadership. Only tne 
most relentless repudiation of this revisionist line--both in 
theory and more importantly, in practice- will enable us to <ri ve 
adequate leadership to the working class in an era of ever more 
ferocious attacks by the bourgeoisie. 

Even in Dann's theoretical contributions to tne party of 
tie recent past, he displayed an overestimation of the staying 
power of the bourgeoisie and an underest imation of the role ° 
or racist ideology as a weajpon of tne bosses. In the "Who 
nules America 1 ' pamphlet, he stressed the power and control 
^ e l ar g e banks i at the expense of the contrad ictions in I 
e ruling class (as revealed in the Watergate pamphlet on the 
s Y^ le °^-d vs • the new money). In an internal 

debate, he argued that the energy crisis was all a hoaX; he 
iocusse^ on. the secondary aspect — the prof it-gouging of the 
,0, , companies --and . ignored tne primary aspect, the real 

u; j iiT1 P er f a J-i s ^» coupled with the relative independence 
bo ^eoisies which forced rulers to undermine 
the much-vaunted American standard of living". In his 
articles on fascism, Dann right?ly stressed the role of 
iinance capitalism but downplayed the importance of racist 
ideology ( he also argued strongly against the crucial role 
°rua r f‘ C1 ^ ideology in Nazism in discussions of fascism in 
D/flgJyer). 'these weaknesses, the minor aspect of his previous 
C n^i T lt)U ^ lorl ? ’ bave . become primmary in the new position of 
, anb ^ ann which denies ^hat ub. imperialism is .in sharp 

d ? nies i? crea sing severity of interaimperialist 
rivalry, and, as if blindfolded, ignores the daily more 
obvious consequences--visible simply from reading the newspapers— 
oi coming fascism and war. 

As Lenin stresses, the 20th century opened a new sta^e of 
istory with the crystallization of imperialism, an era 

C n^ a ? te ri Zed i by inter T lni P e r ia f is t. rivalry, war and revolution. 

Due to the slaughter of miliiongrof workers in the decadent 
interests of their respective bosses in World War I, the 
Russian Revolution, the rising class struggle throi^gjbut 

foon pe ’ e ^mergence of the new communist movement, the 

1920s and early 30 s saw a new developfcdtTin the bourgeoisie's 
esp&rate efforts to hold power: the emergence of fascism, 
especially m its most virulent form, Nazism. Dann 
and Dillon wish that the present stage of imperialism was 
tnrowback to the "idyllic" period of "peaceful" proimperialisifc 


development for nearly a century between 1815 and 1900. While 
all parallels are rough because history never repeats itself 
exactly, the evidence points far more strikingly to the similarities 

5os •« th * « *° ^ 

Post- World War I Germany was characterized by an extensive 
concentration in industrial production and the increasing strength 
of the banks. Through inflation, depression aid then fascism, 
tne great industrial combines continuously gobbled up German 

?^ ey ais ? e > ten £ ded their economic ^interests 
throughout the world, seeking not only a "place in the sun" 

+hf mu° S ’ d i rect conquest* of Euroipe , Russia and 

„ e ot °v^i’j 3l he 0:f b . an ^T and corporations, with their 

+ ar I;c . drea ® s of an "American Century" and Jimmy 
to . re r lve th0 ? e 'glorious years" parallels concentration 
than ?? ri o= n + i n G f rm ^y la the earl .y 20th century far more nearly 
nan?+=i -f v, the nin ? tbanth century, and the relatively competitive 
'^ia^ 1Sm T Charac ^ eristic of En gl aad - In addition, the post 
aunnf- i-hl I P er f od was characterized by sharpening contradcitions 

SoTTft^/Ltnn 8 + a H 1S fc S ^c a 5 W ? X1 aS against the then socialist 
boviet Unnionj todayfe i&-Soviet rivalry provides a close parallel 

to earlier lnter-imperialist sparring which has already led to two 
world wars in thSis century. * 

Post World War I Germany hhd been defeated. Its working 
class was not only not , ' patriotic, but was far more 

The German W hn^ft rX1S t ldeaS tb ? n the « irking class is currently. 

T e German bosses could not call on workers to make war and 

nt!nf 1 + ^ surrecti0ns l . between 1919 and i92 3 showed that proletarian 
revolution was on the agenda. The German bosses were saved 

, “y 1*)® sellout policies of the Social Democratic Party(SPD) 
below) P°^ ltloa I weaknesses of the German Communists (KPD) (see 

__ +ha n A le the t& t d ?, feat in Vietnam was not nearly so devastating 
a ® thl B Ger '? an > and US workers are far less radical at the moment 7 
the experience of the 1960s represented a serious defeat for 
us rulers. US. cities erupjted in rebellions; major civil 

striked** mov ® ra ®" ts emerged among students; willdcat 

grio ol the AFL a ?? t * e P0S ! ° m °? demonstrated the weak 

to figh+?na sel f 0 77 s - and m ° s t importantly, mass resistance 

lghting in an imperialist war, highlighted by frag^in^ of 
officers, emerged among working-class GIs in Vietnam. "These 

?* ass s J ru SSle tremendously limited the maneuverability 
U? imperialism; the threat of combined revolt if the imperialists 
continued to escalate their war effort or used nucalear weapons 
in Y/.un.jr.i . cutailed the bosses’ options. In essence, the uS 
imperialists --like their German counterparts in the ’20s-- ' 

were deprived o# the number one weapon of imperialism* the 
capacity to field a reliable army. Beyond this, the overall decline 


_ . n QJ) 

of Up. imperialism— demonstrated djiramatically irtydefeat in Vietnam 
the energy crisis, Watergate, and so forth — has forced the 
bosses to intensify greatly the exploitation of US workers. 

From workers freezing to deaths in American cities 

this winter to 65 $ unemployment among minority youth, the 
deadly toll of US. imperialism rises day by day; the idea 
of the special 'affluent* status of the li$ workers, and with it, 
of l£i hegemony in the world, becomes more and more of a joke. 

The rulers cannot revive the will of workers to fight and die 
for this system easily or get< them to put up indefinitely 
with worsening conditions here at home(t he Wall str eet Journal 
has predicted renewed ^rebellions for this summer)^ As their 
only renpGdy , the bosses have suddenly discovered, in the 
words of Trilateral Commission spokesman Sam Huntington, 
the need to end the "Democratic Distemper "—the "spirit 

of protest'' of the ’60s which has "overburdened democracy" 
and made it "ungovernable " . "Democracy 's lifespan* 1 , he hints 
darkly, is near its end . 1 (Huntington, by the way, au.th#|fed 
Carter's "human rights" speech during the campaign). 


Needing desperately to field an army but confronted with 
increasing class struggle, the German bosses use* racist ideology imr 
as a key weapon. Racism in Germanv—the ideas of a special ° 

Aryan Yp^k and genocidal practices against Jews and Slavs — had 
been prevalent fchroughSout the Nineteenth Century^* . in 
the 20jth century, borrowing from the JS. eugenics movement 
and IQ testing, this r^acism was intensified. In his 1928 
hook ftuman Heredity . Fritz Lenz highlighted the role of ys ; ! > 

army World War I IQ testing used especially against blacks ueq 

to provide pivotal "evidence" for a "master race". " <hT 

Nazi anthropologist Hans F.K. Gttnther hailed the US eugenics movement* 
with its immigration, sterilization and miscegenations laws as 
"the most advanced in the world"? 


The highly developed eugenic research, which in North iec 
America has become something like a patriotic preoccupation 
f ave Grant* s (the passing: of the Great Race ) and Stoddard's 
('iM^J Usying Tide of Color ) workgs a sure scientific 
foundation, and had aglready made the ground ready every- ' 
where for the reception of racial and eugenic theories . 
Further, there has been the whole-hearted support of -tl t 
leading men, and of a section of the Press; while it:. 

President Warding in a public speech (on 26 th October 
1921) pointed out the impor&fce of Stoddar*s book... 
and songress , accepting Grants views,. passed the Immigration 
Laws, which are to encourage the wished-for north west 
European immigration, and to put a bar on the unwished-f or 1 . 
immigration from south and east surope “3 -v 


The most thoroughgo ing and persistent racist developments 
within capitalist countries arose in Germany and the Ignited States, 
bourgeois scholars often point to the similarities between Nazism 
and backward Italian fascism, but in this crucial respect, 
the real parallel is between Germany and the "advanced" "democratic" 
uS ruling class. 



In Germany, bands of racist^HJiugs , the Freikorps^ and later~/trheT 
Nazis, marauded under the protect ioft^©fL^oIJ^5 : e. and^goverhment . 

Even more than the Camp Pendaleton commandant saluted the KKft 
for its interests in. common with the Marine birass , the state 
prosecutor Stenglein praised Hitler after the 'unsuccessful 
1923 Municah putsch; 


Hitler came of a simple background; in the big war as a ' 
brave soldier he showed a German spirit, and afterward, 
beginning from scjratch and working hard , he . created 
a great party, the "National Socialist German, Workers' 
Party. " which is pledged to fighting international 
MarX w^and Jewry, to settling accounts with the November 
criminals, and to disseminating the national idea among 
all layers of the pFop filiation, in parti/fg/lar the 
workers. I am not called to pass judgment on his party 
program, but his honest endeavor to reawaken the belief 
in the German cause among an oppressed and disarmed people 
is most certaiinly to his credit. 

Hitler did not lack for friends in 

\ 

high places. As our party has stressed previously, the Nazis 

were not always a big mass movement. They started small(as one 
among a large number of bands of racist thujigs). They grew 
because the threat of communist revolution 'was rising in the 
depression, because the middle classes were desperate, because 
the Nazis were protected by the government , and mainly because 
the Communists left them alonje. 

Today, the KKK in the marines or LA, ROAR in boston, the 
Nazis in Chicago), represent the same scurvy racist potential as 
the original Nazis. The contuinual ruling class celebration of 
racists from the wide publicity given E.O. Wilson and Sociobiolggy 
to the American Academy for the Advancement of Racism *s 
honoring of Jensen and Glazer (author of Affirmative Discrimination ) 
legitimizes these thugs; the rulers have made a new form of 
racist mass murder — Cowan in New Rochelle and a simlar case in 
Denver 4 months ago in which a Nazi murdered a black man at 
the movie -- the latest "fad”.* All these developments indicate 
the growing trend toward fascism. The need to defend US, 
business in South Africa as well as to stop rebellion among 
unemployed minority youth will only magnify these racist developments 
during the coming period of time. Racism and ultimately fascism is 
the road down which the U'S ruling class is plunging. Only the 
blind could miss it. 


♦Mass murder was big in. Germany in the 1920s. One named Denkes 
murdered some 253 people and made the corpses into a variety of 
products. Brecht prophetically suggested that Germay should be 
renamed not the land of "poets and thinkers (Dichter und Denker) but 
the land of . Dttnkes » "Denke is the name of a criminal who 

killed people in order to use their corpses. He canned the meat and 
made soap from the fat, buttons from the bones, and purses from the 
skins. He placed his business on a scientific footing, and was 
extremly surprised when, after his apprehension, he was sentenced to 
be executed .. .1 contend that the best people of Germany, those who 
condemned Denke, failed to recognize the qualities of true Gerwan 


Not any fascist army will fight hard. The Italian fascists, for 
example, could . mobilize relatively a slight force compared to 
the Nazis who fielded 6 million men at Stalingrad alone. Most 
bourgeois armies fold in the face of stiff oppositon as France 
proved in WW II or the US. in Vietnam. It will not be easy for 
the US government to field a serious army. "Master race" ideas 
are ideas to march by. For the bourgeoisie, they are the only 
ideological force which permits the forging of a serious army. 


Given these rough similarities in the situation of the US. 
and Germany, what are the main lessens^of the weaknesses of the 
German communists (KPD)? From the pracftice of the united front 
in San Franciscg. emphasizing petty bourgeois 

forces, the black bourgeoisie and revisionists, Dillon and Dann 
appear to foloow bourgeois scholarship. The bourgeoisie (and 
originally Trotsky and the 7th congress of the Comintern) lamba^id 
the German KPD for attacking the Social Democrats as social A 
fascists • The KPD saw that the Social Democratic leaders in the 
government organized the Freikorps to shoot down the rebellious 
workers' in 1919* As SPD minister Noske put it, "Someone 
must be the bloodhound; i will not shirk the task". 5 They murdered 
communist leaders Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg, meted out 
harsh sentences to workers, and favored and protected the Nazis. 


In the early 1930s , thejSocial Democrats truckled to the rising 
Nazis. When the Social Democratic police chief(tlill) of Prussia 
(the largest state in Germany) was thrown out of office and 
replaced by a Nazi, the Social Democrats bragged that they 
had "killed and wounded more leftists . than rightists Twhile in 
charge of the police department. They hoped to appeal to the high 
courts but the Nazi takeover cut them off along the war. Naturally 
could not mobilize the workers whom they hated and feared . 

On May Day 1933 after Hitler took power, the Social Democratic 
trade unjgion leaders marched under Nazi banners in Hitrler' s 
parade. Hitler figured there was nothing left to them locked 
them up the very next day and replaced them with his own men. 

These Social Democrats were both lemmings and traitors. Comrades 
Dann and Dillon, is Carleton Goodlet or Ron Dellums any 

different from these social 

fascists? 


The KPB's strength, not its weakness, was its clear line on 
these traitors. But like the Social Democrats, the Communists 
failed to rely on the masses. 


The KPD was mainly a party of unemployed workers • 

Despite receiving 6 million votes in 1932, less than \0% of its 
members were in factory cells, and these mostly in light industry. 7 

^continued from p 4.) geniuft which the., -fpIT6w~ displayed p -namely i method 
conscientiousness , cold-bloodedness , and the ability to base bne, * s 
every act on a firm philosophical foundation. . .They should have madei 
him a Ph.D. , witn honors."'-* 


Unlike the Bolsheviks, it made no eJ3j|flJp§ -to win £he political 
leadership of these masses of worker#* and use f .z stronghold 
among organizdd industrial workers as a pivot to lead the whole- 
class struggle. It left them under the leadership of the 
Social Democratic unions. Dillon and Dann share jbhis weakness — 

. . .. they sought to organize a 

united front with the petty bourgeosie, not a united front 
from . below, based on politcal agitation around the Camp 
Pendleton revolt among workers. Our party's aim, like the 
Bolsheviks, is to win political leadership of the industrial 
wording class . 

The KPD's 2nd weakness was its failure to fight racism. In 
the early 20s ; following the advice of opportunist (later Trotskyist) 
Radek, they argued that defeated Germany was now an oppressed 
nation(the Versailles treaty had imposed onerous reparation 
payments on Germany) rather than an imperialist one, and 
temporarily put forward the fascist slogan of "National Bolshevism". 
While this Nazi sljogan met with resistance and was subsequently 
withdrawn, it reflected the KPD*s hopeless lack of understanding 
of the link between racism and fascism. Unlike the Bolsheviks 
who took anti-semitism head on in Russia, for example, in their 
pre-WHf I victorioua mass campaign in defense of Beilis, 

a Jew accused of the "ritual murder" of a Christian boy, the 
KPD never lifted a finger on this question. Our party stresses 
the link between the propagation of racism under imperialism 
and the rise of fascism. It is notable that Dann and Dillon's 
theory of the present period deletes this essential point. In 
practice, they have pressed the "defense of the Camp Pendleton | 4" 
at the expense of our line on multiracial unity and the need 
for ’ revolution to defeat fascism'(In the CAR Camp Pendleton 
pamphlet as well as the Pendleton 14 defense committee lfaflet, 
multiracial unity is dropped; Dillon edited inter*imperialist 
rivalry, war, fascism, and the need for a party to lead the revolution 
out of the party pamphlet "Turn the Guns Around", leaving 

it — despite the title— vague and abstract). 

The KPD"s thtf^jd weakness was its failure, when it was big 
and the Nafi^fe small, to stamp them^out. The KPD fought only 
in self-defense. Meanwhile, the Nafizis mobilized vigorously 
among the peasants , and moved into working class areatf like 
Neukofcln in Berlin which were Communist strongholds . 8 The KPD 
could have crushed all these rattlesnakes’ eggs at the 
start; instead it let them hatch and flourish. 

On A %y Day 1975 » our Party led the way in organizing to kill 
fascists in a multiracial working class march 1 through South 
Boston. The summer projject in Boston was equally militant. We 
brought the line of multiracial unity and death to the fascists 
to tens of thousands of Boston workers and were welcomed. Unlike 
Dillon and Dann’s conduct of the Camp Pendleton defense, CAR 
and PL were savagely attacked in Boston by ROAR, the ruling class, 
revisionists and nationaists; despite our many weaknesses in 
carrying out the l^ine, our efforts exposed ROAR as a violent 



The m a in aspect of the attack by the tjlack marines on the KKK 
was death to the fascists. Instead of defending this heroic 
act in the spirit of May Day in Boston, the GP. Yf defe^ke committee 
o pl t yed down niufii-raical unity and dictatorship of the proletariat 
a San Francisco party member was provoked by the Dilloa and Dann 
line into . attacking red flags brought to a demonstration 

in Oceanside by comrades from LA (as only HOAR and the police did 
in Boston). That was Dillon and Dann's line in practice. 

. The effect of the line Dann and Dillon have pushed toward the 
marines in not to unite with them on the basis of the party's 
revolutionary outlook and strengthen their heroism; it is to 
cool them off and win them to the timid calflq8lati ons of the 
revisionists and nationalists who know how to tiptoe around 
the ruling class "masters" and fight the masses. No clearer 
proof of this could exist than Dillon's open factionxalizing 
against the Par*y editorial against taking aid from the enemy as 
racist with some of the Marines. Dillon's position was both 
classically anti-communist and racist— anti- 
communist because it suggested that raising revolutionary ideas 
meant having some other aim in view than defending the 
marines ( i^e., being "outside agitators"); racist because it denied 
to these marines the very revolutionary ideas toward which their 
j pointed so strongly, and because it lacked the confidence 

I in them to defend openjty their 

subversion of the brass — KKK; axis. Apparently, the 
revolutionary fight to put an end to capitalism and racism 
is "racist" for Dillon, but sucking up to nationalist bosses 
like Goodlett — who oppose the marines anti-racist rebellion— 
is quite "anti-racist". This is simply revisionist painting 
black a 8 ' white and white as black. 


£ he historic weaknesses of the KPD should be examined within 
the con^exx of a nev/ situation in the U£ and in the revolutionarv 
movement. The old communist movement by building nationalism even 
in its greatest efforts — the Soviet defeat of the Nazis in V/WII® 
Mao;s New Democratic line in the Chinese _ revolution— have J 

ultimately led to the triumph of revisionism. Furthermore, the 
US. working class. Is multi-racial. It requBires the sharpest 
line against nationalism as well as rjj^acism to forge a new 
revolutionary. movement among workers 'Tn this country. The bosses 
understand this all too well. They have promoted ROOTS 
v . to huild a base for black bourgeois leadership, revelling 
m its "princely" African background:, men like Haley himself? 

Andrew Young, Tom Bradley, Coleman Young, et al^ to soften up 

black workers (and anti-racist whites^for increased unemployment 
police terror, or dying to. defend US. investments in South J 

Africa. Some integration of the ruling class accompanies 
increased segregation among workers. Within the most oppressed grojj^p 
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a black Judenrat is needed to deal with Jimmy KKK as Kastner mingled 
with Bichmann and other Nazis in "Jew- clean" Berlin. Kastner 


lied shamelessly to piersaade his home village of Kluj in Rumania to 
go peacefully to Auschwitz. ^ As Bichmann put it, without the 
Judenrat, only 3 million Jews (if indded that many) could have been 
transported to their deaths. The black bourgois. forces, the 
Carleton Goodlets and the Andrew Youngs, are the same kind of 


monsters . 


The revisionists can smell Dillon and Dann's reactionary 
line a mile away. The most recent Guardian features a photo 
of riari Dillon, lawyer Weitzman(a friend of the party) and 2 
of the defendants. It quotes Weitzman on the need to fight the 
"lily white system*. Black nationaism is not 

anti~racist. It disguises the essence of capitalism and serves 
to increase the exploitation of black workers and all workers. 

As the KPD might have put it, it . is black fascism as surely as 
the SPD was social fascism; it seeks to bend the class hatred 
of the most oppressed workers against white workers, while 
sharing the^ loot with white bosses. Our mass line of 
fighting rgacism and^tnultiracial unity against capitalism fS 
the only iTne that can serve the most oppressed workers and all 
workers. The revisionist trend in the party strives to keep 
these vital ideas from workers. 

• 

^Marxian theory is not the blind heading the blind. Its 
purpiose is not to cling to the seemingly stable elements in 
the present situation(the seeming, strength of capitalism), but 
to grasp the development of trends in the class struggle from 
their inception and provide leadership to the workers.' The Italian 
socialist Turati clung to the open revisionists against the 
communists until the triumph of Italian fascism — then, he made a 
belated self-criticism. The Communist International rightly 
responded: ^ 

*He cannot be called a leader of the proletarian masses 
who with great effort and after the lapse of several 
years comes to a correct conclusion, but rather he who 
can detect a tendency at its birth and can warn the 
workers in time of the peril thait menaces them. u 

The theory that capitalism( in this case U£ capitalism) is 
all-powerful is an old bourgeois standby,' . Marx attacked it in 
Capital as the view that bour^>is production relations are "eternal". 
It has been revives in the revolutionary movement by many 
revisionists — Berr^3ein( the middle class is growing and capitalism 
is stabilizing) ; Kautsky "ultra-imperialism"} Bukharin, 
the peaceful _ growing of capitalism, especially the rich peasants J 
into social. ^ism, Liu-Shao chi's theory of the productive forces, 
and so on. ‘There is nothing original in Dann and Dillon's ideas 
and their pracitce. They even use the words "chaos" and "anarchy" 
to attack the party^s revolutionary line which is merely an 

echo of the bourgeoisie' s response to all working class revolt. 
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Dann and Dillon deny the^ character of thlfc entire era, of inteir-imperialist 
war, fascism and revolution, which have grown with the 20th century 
and will not be .banished without the victory of socialism* The 
triumph of revisionism in Russia not only does not alter:-, but 
strengthens, this character. Only the most thorough repudiation 
of all revisionist ideas, only the most unambiguous 

political efforts to clarify the real character of war and fascism 
among tne workers , and to prepare them, through joining our party 
or supporting our activites, to deal with it, will enable 

our class to stamp out its oppressors. 

— a comrade from Denver 
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Democracy 


Neo-Fascisms Idubxrai Bipxfcaiigax Nazism (Finance-Capitalism or Fincapism) 
with a Carter-rAndrew Young Face — Franklin Delano Hitler. (B> 


The new fascism is simply the fact that the big bourgeoisie (boojies) must institute 
a real brutal exploitation of the wofcking class in such a way so as not to provoke 
revolt, rebellion, and a communist-led insurrection. The liberals 1 covert support for 
fascism gives way to overt support, but disguised by all sorts of games to cloud our 
minds so we cannot see them at work. In order to understand this situation, we have to 
take a brief look at the old fascism and trace some of its roots. 

mino'CiUj ) 

[iy the way- one of the first task of the liberal sTf e specially tho se who control cul- 
ture throujm education, the media, and film, is to rewrite the history of fascism and 
to wipe oujb as completely as possible its finance-capitalist roots. 

There is aTshow onl§ public broad easting {and maybe on regular broadcasting) called World 
at WAR mkfakyldke Root sla nder the guise of giving Us some "left” truth, i.e., the 
immense contribution or the Soviet Union in fighting off and de- 

feating the oldstyle Nazis, clearly eliminates, as it must, the class nature of 
World WAr II J So, let us make some sharp assertions, based on research, to 
claaify oldstyle fascism. 


1. Modem fascism had A its roots in the United States, in the old slav^Labor system and 
codes of the agricultural bourgeoisie (slaveholders), in the racist segregation laws 
of I896, in the rise of the liberal-white terrorist alliance against communism put 
together by Woodrow Wilson (1915-23 ) andlater continued by Adolph Roosevelt and <?// 
other president^who allied the Southern Reactionaries. TA/£ WUS 

the Ku Klux Elan which was the backbone of the Democratic Party until 1939 and 
the rise of Hilterism. /fee rise of anti-fascist militancy, led by our commun- 

ist movement* among the workers* made it necessary for Adolph Roosevelt to end the 
overt alliance. The antisemitic bullshft of the KLan-Demo cr ats became too heavy in 
the light of^imlS-racist , anti-fascist attacks mounting against domestic and inter- 
national fascism. So, the KLan was declared subversive. All that meant was 

that it had to be put on the shelf until it was safe to bring the little Feuhrers 
back out, as in 194-8, with the instituting of the Cold War by Truman J 

Tfamain point is this: top leaders in the Democratic Party — were either members of the 
KLan, ex-members of the KLan, or from states where you couldnt get elected 

without the support of the KLan or its approval. This was in the period. 1916-1936. 

Soj Li Ar* ihe. XMn cov+rtL. Pouter as A5<ta4s oF P/aj CA Piss*} . 

Now, I am saying all this in a kind of rambling way to point out that the first fascist 
group, in my opinion, with a rather mass base, built oA racism, and working as the 
open arm of terror of the booties within a major industrial nation was the KKK. That 
none of the prefascist groups formed in Europe during IB period had the influence 
or numbers. When the ELack Shirts were a thought in Miissolini , s sub- 
conscious mind, when the Brown Shirts were the color of men*s fashions, 

the White Sheets were swooping to power. Ey 1923 1 when Mussolini marches on Rome, 
the kkk has 100,000 members, bankrolled by major industries, especially US Steel in 
Indiana, auto companies in Michigan, and agro-businesses and textile 

firms throughout the South. While no open KLan member ever became a 
president of the United States, they or their supporters controlled every major state 
in the Midwest, Southwest, and South, particularly in the industrial heartland and 
among the highly profitable sections of Southern agriculture. The only refinement which 
Mussolini and Hitler introduced into the plan was they personally were given state power 
by the Italian and German ruling class, with the massive support of the international 
ruling class. Thus in the US, Italy, and Germany, fascism was the product of 
finance capitalism in contradiction with the rising wrath of an .aroused, communist-so- 
cialist-led working lass. 


Now, what were the main characteristics of Klan-fascism (which are also the main 
characteristic of the old fascist movement in general It is important to 

point out this so that we can see how loots, the coming wars in Africa, war and 
fascism, and neo-racism all fit together, 

1. The klan was recruited from the ranks of the^middle class and the petty bourgeoisie and 

backward sections of the labor movement (mainly the American Federation of Labor) and 
from backward sections of the workin^blass in general (mainly workers who 

were extremely culturally deprived by a deliberate system of stupefication through 
fundamentalist religion, lack of educatjkmj malnutrition, and heavy, heavy doses of 
sadistic-type bigotry, prejudice, and phobia, mixed in with sexist conditioning). 
However, the main component of the Klan, as with the Nazi-Fascist party* was the 
middleclass and petty boojies. So, the class composition of the olrf fascism must be 
kept in mind, because there is this myth of the Klan members being having redneck^ work- 
ers, which is a racist, antiworkingclass lie. 

2. The klan, like the Nazi— Fas cists, was an anti-communist/socialist organization, de- 

signed to complement the ’’legal ” persecution of radicals instituted by Woodrow Wilson 
from 1917-1922. TV of Hus, KlA Uve* bo**' a~-dL 

PbUHc# t?o{le\<5neG£ py-ou^A* 

3. The klan was ultrajiationalist as well as racist. It was a vital part of the eugenics 
movement, signalled in their white purity campaigns and their atrocities against white 
and blacks guilty of ’’miscegenation.” ThAir castrations of 3 s*«^ofDlack victims 
links up to the sterilization of hundred^ (j^wjiite women because of ’’impure blood*»or f 

’’racial pollution .” IN other words, \ made* racial purity the essence of national! 
solidarity and openly called for— -with massive support from the boojies through .its 
acadetaic theorists— a white, gentile America. 

4. The Klan was anti^emitic in the Hitlerite way of linking Jews with being a conspirator- 

ial group; with being the controllers of the banks which were crushing out the lives of 
the pettyboojies and the middle class, particulaiAf armers ; with being sexual monsters 
threatening the lives of white women j with being Dehind all i'-AActi-t **? 0 * A Most of 

all, the Jews were the agents of bolshevikism, the great enemy of White America. 

/*>/•«■ #jfthe similarity in this sh#t and what was to come late^r in Hitler’s Mein Kampf . 


“fhe new fascism wants to accomplish tile same tasks as the old — the rigid suppression and 
maximum exploitation of the working class — but in a new way. We can get hypnotized 
by watching too many atrocity movies about the Nazi-Fasrist-glan movement. The new, 
fascism will commit atrocities all right — preventable rotten transport 
death and mutilation on the jobs, poisoning by pollution, world war III — buijnot 
necessarily with mass shootings of blacks on Times Square or the killing of Latino 
children in the streets of San Diego. So, we got to look backwards at the first 
fascist organization to get some idea of what will be kept under the new fascism and 
what will be radically changed. 

Fascism institutes near-slavery and slavery conditions on the working class and keeps 
it, or tries to keep it, under control by heavy doses of racism and national 
chauvinism, to try and get workers not to see a class interest but a racio-national 
intent, to cut them off from contact with workers of other colors so as to cloud their 
minds so they canhot see the fincapists at work. This the Klan-Government 
coalition did in the South. For concentration camps, they instituted the Southern Penal 
System, the most ghastly organization in the world before Buchenwald, Dachau, and Ausch- 
witz. Here was persecution of the working(:lass , carried out on race lines, to 

prevent even physical unity between black and white prisoners. There were no gas cham- 
bers for the mass extermination of the weak and the useless. Just starvation, torture, 
brutalization. As in Italy and Germany, the Southern workers labored long and hard for 
peanuts during the twenties and thirties. Over the entire South (and many Southern 
parts of the midwest), the conditions of terrorism and legalized brutality were for 
all blacks, and many whites, similar to that which would emerge in Nazi-Germany. 


Now, how will the new fascism differ from the old? First, it will incorporate selgfifced 
members of the minority population into all sectors of f incapist rule , so as to C%D 
create integration at the top, segregation . at the bottom. Neo-fascism will seek 
to consolidate its base among the dwindling, desperate middle class, so that 

it can act as a buffer. Part of the middle class (professionals, so-called white 
collar workers, small businesspersons, farmers, etc.) will be made prejudiced and 
bigoted to serve as a reserve for terrorist groupings. Part will be integrated to 
show that black and nonjplack people have ajrtgke .in maintaining "integration.” In 
other words, carrot ana stick. This dyi^JnSss, because it has control over the 
educational, media, and mind-conditioning apparatus of capitalism, will still play a 
significant part in retarding class consciousness among the working class. That is 
its essential tasks TO PREVENT THE EMERGENCE INTO THE CONSCIOUSNESS OF THE WORKING 
CUSSjpOMMUNIST IDEAS BY DESTROYING THE BASE OF SUCH CONSCIOUSNESS , class 

cons ciousnes s . Before, this was done primarily through terror (klanazism). 

This time it will be done through a* mix of terrorism (military-police-KLanazis) and 
cajolment (that|i.s , persuasiveness, ala Garter and Addrew Young.) 


And to look "good" on paper, the new fascists will have women and minorities in visible 
positions, will even call for hum^gggjglgts and religious ethics. But mostly it 

will seek to undercut our anti- struggle by arguing — how can you say we are 

racists when we have so many minorities in the government? How can you say we are . 
anti-democratic when we have a populist president? How can you say that*®'®^® fascist, 
which was a super-sexist movement, when we have Ms. Carter supporting ERA? How can 
you say we are fascist, which glorifies white history, when we present programs 

exposing the truth of slavery on TV and in the movies? You people are just being ex- 
tremists. One mores how can you say we are fascists, when fascists hated Jews, and 
we are pro-Israel? 

The boojies would love to opt for super— oldstyle fascism in order to hurry up their 
program of getting ready for world war III. But the political maturity of the US 
working class prevents that. The sporadic outbursts of resistance symbolized by 
illegal strikes, wildcats, and on-the-job sabotage frightens them. They coulcLn-t get 
away with havyig Ronald Reagun introduce fascism. The reactionary-conservative 
politicians ^useless in light of the new political maturity of our class. Therefore, 
the liberals, who in the past deemed utterly opposed to the fascist solution, who in 
the past were seen by the leaders of our old movement as*the lesser of the two 
evils 5 * (Roosevelt yes, Hitler no, Nazi-Faseism got to go), who in the past were genuine- 
ly anti-fascist (some of them), this liberal group now "openly" advocates 

fascism ("Democracies are dying." "If you make too many demands for social change on 
democracies, you will kill them. ").4f And to soften us up for the coming fascist phase, 
they must rewrite the history of the two major fascist periods in human history: the 
slavelabor period ( Roots ) and the Hitler era ( World at War . The Memory of Justice , 
Biography of Hitler , etc.). In the rewrite, slavery is not the result of mercantile 
capitalism but of "bad people." The slaveworkers are not members of the proletariat 
but descendants of African warriors. The issue is not revolution, but going back to 
your roots (reaction, nostalgia, turning away from the present, familyness.) World War 
II is not the result of the need to crush the Soviet Union, the world’s first socialist 
state, but of a crazy man named Hitler. The Nazis were not bankrolled by every major 
capitalist power, but were tough, cruel men who took over Germany. Hitler's war against 
Western Euro-America was not interimperialist rivalry but the desire for revenge 
of the crazy German people. THE WORD IS MYSTIFICATION: to disguise the class nature of 
history, to blunt, corrupt, and fog up class consciousness, so as to prevent communists 
from winning the workingplass to a consciousness of its historic task: the smashing of 
the capitalist state everywhere and the building everywhere of the Dictatorship of the 
Proletariat. Roots and a host of other programs are designed to "cloud our minds so 
we cannot see this task." Only a communist-led workers movement can defeat the move to 
fascism, with all its horrors and evils for the many, and profit and privileges for the 
few. Liberal Fascism (Franklin Delano Hitler or Andrew Carter) is thejjutting edge of 
modern fascism and because it seems to look so different from the old ugly nasty fascism 
many of us in the party cannot see it, become fooled by boojie media, and fall into all 
kinds of rightjrmg deviations (the Camp Pendleton 14 Committee) 

DEtnysi/fy, CLARIFY t SoutiiFy-mz ifey/ 


Some Notes on KiLitarv Work in Seattle 


These are some of our experiences doing work in the bosses’ aj^ied forces ir. the 
Seattle £rea. It will cover two periods; from the fall cfi *72* tc the end of 
'73/ and the last two months. The lessen that shirks throughout all this work 
I 3 that the party’s line cf "Revolution-rct-Reform” outlines the only way 
this military work can be done successfully. 


First Period . 

This period was marked by sharp struggle against the brass and even sharper 
struggle within the party and. our base over a "working claoe re volu t denary 
vs. a conpromise-with-the-bourgeois* e line". 


fce built a ’/VAW( Vietnam Veterans against the ’War) chapter at Ft. Lewis around 
the party's line against racisnu with debate about the revolutionary socialist 
conclusions cf that line. VVAW at Ft. Lewis stood for multi-racial unity; 
a class line on racism; opposition to nationalism; leadership from the 
working class, particularly minority working class forces in the army( there 
where still a number of students in the armed forces at that time) and 
aspects of our present line against coming war and fascism, which wasn't spelled 
out so clearly within the party at that time. An analogy can be made to present- 
day CAR chapters. The party organized "d-D" networks; study groups; got 
VVAW to endorse Kay Da^ bringing 20-25 soldiers to May Day in Seattl^ and 
recruited( some of whom have become leading comrades). 


accompanied 

Every advance we made during this period was •' by sharp internal 

struggle within our party, WAV, and other groups and indlvitf.ua.ls galvanized 

around our line. The following are seme of the struggles over' 'the 

n 

line that occured during this period. It was the victory of the left line 
in each of these that allowed us to do what little revolutionary work we. did and 
the incompleteness of those victories which held(and hold) us back. 


** Immediately upon arriving at Ft. Lewis, our comrade joined a group led 
by revisionists to see if any good forces there good bs?won to thej^working 
class. He was almost immediately kicked out when it was learned he was a 
member of PIP. The excuse was that he was*using* the grc*np(re; winning 

the GXs there to revolution). This did not happen, however, without a fight. 

err uc>tcd 

When the final vote was token, not one GI spoke^against ■ 

spoke against anti-conunun ism and some of these eventually joined the party- 
l-fd VVAW chapter. The revisionists outnumbered the left only because 
they brought a lot of their members from Seattle, tc thau meeting. 



**hext, the party organized a V/AW chapter oh the bar, .is of fighting the UCKJ, f“2 
Article 15* s, harrassment and a little around freeing i'illy Dean Smith ( a Black 

GI accused of fragging an officer"). - 

This cnapter war, snail,, somewhat active and 

^ second milestone was reached when we 

had a sharp struggle to make the multi-racial fight against racism the 
key transitional strategy for military work. Ws lost come petty -bourgeois forces 

within WAW and strained relations with a coffee house we had an alliance with, 
but gained "some of the most militant, serious fighters, lack, Latin andMhite". 

The chapter grew to become (and this is no exageration) the main worry of the 
Ft. Lewis brass. 


**Early in onr work a fcaok leader of WAW raised that he was thinking of starting 
a lack group on base. We raised, at that time, that we thought a multi-racial 
group was better^ and our anti-nationalist line. There was also a discussion 
about the revisionist CP*er Angela Davijfe .with this guy. He was soon to give 
a stirring speech for multi-racial unity at a West Coast SDS conference as 
well as join our party. Imagine the foolishness if we were to pander to 
nationalism ( as , for instance, this coffee house wanted us to do). 


**The next struggle developed over party-building. Ihe left never fully won 
on this question , but did make some headway. A number of GIs were recruited; 

50 subs were sold; "C-D's"were sold to hundreds of OIr. and study groups organized. 
At that time, Comrade Jim Dann, to his credit, always cmphsized that the main 
weakness at Ft. Lewis was insufficient party-building, not” sectarianism" 
as he now says. 


**Finally, some comrades and friends were put on trial for distributing anti- 
racist literature. We constantly emphasized that the key aspect of our campaign 
around this trial was to "put the brass on trial", build the party and WAW. "Advanc 
under Attack" was the slogan. This line, ironically, was advanced by Jim. 

A hundred GIs came to the trial, disrupted the proceedings, thought and won 
the right to be at the proceedings, gave public testimony about racism in the 


2 ) 


?LP Convention Bulletin Dl. 2B 


military and raised $200-3250. At Ihe trial itself, GI's where openly reading (5^ 
and circulating PLP literature in defiance of all the brasses* laws. Our biggest m 
weakness during this campaign was that we failed to make communism, as the 
only way to smash racism, the major issue on base as was certainly possible 
at that time. So much as we did succeed, we made communism the issue among 
scores and possibly hundreds of soldiers. 


One right-wing idea we had to defeat during the trial(which was proposedjby 
petty-bourgeoisie forces around) was the idea of setting up a "defense committee" 
based on the "lowest common denominator". At that time, this meant submerging 
the party, the party's line on racism, WAW and focusing on harrassment with 
a meaningless, at best, and a nationalfsticly- interpeted , at worst, slogan against 
racism t£ge& on. 



Comrades from Seattle went down to the Apts, surrounding FT. Lewis upon hearing 
of the courageous acts of the Pendleton Anti-Racist marines. We sold "Challenge", 
made contacts and investigated the situation at the base. 

We found the political situation to be almost identicailjto that of the period 
from '72* to '73 * minus, of course, the all-important party presence. Soldiers 
were pissed off; forced into the armed forces by unemployment or hood-winked 
by lying recruiters; without any money and starving for revolutionary ideas. 
Neighborhoods were integrated as were soldier^ friendships. 


With this analysis of the objective conditions and bearing in mind the weaknesses 

of our past work in the military, we proposed building CAR chapters in the 

military and emphasized the importance of party work "at the fortS" at what we 

believe was the first West Coast meeting on the Pendleton issue. We latfer 
I w ' 

sent down an ex-marine to Oceanside. This comrade came prepared with a 
plan for party and CAR build ing( including "C-D" networks, fractions, study 
groups, etc.) based on our past experiences. All this was basically rejected 
and he was told he was too" sectarian" . 


We started our military work in Seattle , in earnest, when he returned. We 
concentrated on one apartment building z distributing CAR literature and 
got 13 signitures on the "Free the Pendleton 14" petition, A week later, 

2 GIs and their families attended a CAR^-led Pendleton Defense Committee 
meeting. An open party person, spoke at that meeting. It turns out that 


one of these GIs and his wife had read ’’The Communist Manifesto”. They commented ,^) 

after hearing the party speaker, that they liked everything said in the ” Manifesto” , 
hut thought it couldn't work in practice. 


What an opportunity this opened for discussion and struggle* They have now 

read RRIII , March on May Day . Turn the Guns Around and Smash Aparthied . In a 

meeting with party comrades, they wrote and since circulated for comment .the 

* 

enclosed CAR petition to active armed forces personnel. Vets and those thinking 
of enlisting. 70% of the ideas in this petition came from them( undouhtably, influenced 
^ by reading "Challenge”). They and others circulate CAB and some party lit. 

(illegally) all over the base. A party study group is being formed. May Day 
tickets have been sold. 

A CAR meeting, organized by soldiers on base, is set to discuss the ^ndleton 

issue, show the film "Last Grave at Dimbaza” ,: and hopefully endorse May Day. This 

type of organization is the only kind that is in real solidarity with the 

Pendleton marines, for it is in solidarity with their fight against this 

capitalist system— a system which gaily moves towards war and fascism* The brass and the 

bosses will always try to separate” Freedom for the Pendleton 14” from 

their system that made this demand necessary. We must not fall for that line. 


Soldiers face the horrible fate oylying in a bosses' imperialist war. They 
arb starving for revolutionary ideas. A mere spoonful will only increase their 
hunger. Comrades, we must give these soldiers a full meal. Hiding the party, 
CAR, Kay Day and the Fight for Socialism will just not do. 
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INTERNATIONAL COMMITTEE AGAINST RACISKf IECAR.) PETITION FOR ACTIVE ARMED FORCES^) 
PERSONNEL; VETS IN THE RESERVE; AND THOSE THINKING C? ENLISTING. 


I joined (am thinking of joining) the armed forces because of i 

(A) economic reasons (trade, school, job); 

(B) fear of the draft; 

(C) lies of the recruiter( the recruiter doesn't tell you the whole story 
for instance - the harassment and racism in the armed forces). 


I did not join(will not join) tc fight a racist war(like in South Africa). I 
did not join(will not join) to fight my fellow workers in ghetto rebellions. Ghetto 
rebellions are fights against rotten living conditions and lack of jobs - the 
very reasons I joined (will join) the armed forces. South African rebels are 
fighting against these same conditions. 


I took an oath to defend "freedom and democracy". Racist aparthied is not my idea 
of "freedom and democracy". Killing minority workers in the ghettos is not my 
idea of "freedom and democracy". The Vietnam war was a wax to protect the 
fascist Thieu gov't. How come Pres. Carter's list of countries where human 
rights are denied doesn't include places like South Africa and South Korea? 


How about freedom for the Pendleton 14? How about freedom for the so-called 
"illegal- aliens" - mainly, hard working farmworkers? How come the gov't allows 
this to continue? 

How come the Marine brass defends the KKK — a violently racist, anti— union, 
anti-worker group? After all, the brass took the same oath to defend "freedom 
and democracy". 


In conclusion, I feel that the "freedom and democracy*’ mentioned in my oath 
means freedom and democracy for the rich racists and dictatorship over the poor 
and working people. 

We, the undersigned, of all races, know we must oppose racism and change this 
condition before it is to late. 

Address Phone Social Security Ko^ 

Military Personnels This is your personal property and cannot 
legally be taken from you. DOD Directive 132 5.6 says, " "the mere 
possession of unauthorized literature may not be prohibited". 


Name 

1 ) 

2 ) 

3) 


DC Report 

ON DEMOCtftfTlC CE*/T^AL/S'SH C~\ 

Recentdevelopments on the West Coast seriously call into question^ 
major aspects of the party's line. They also raise the issue of3emo«it/< 
centralism, what it is, and how it operates. This report will attempt 
to deal briefly with some of the ideas put forth by a number 
of Bay Area comrades about specific applications of democratic- 
centralism. The report will also try to clarify the general theory 
of revolutionary party organization. 


.. Many of the letters written by the Bay Area comrades for 

the present bulletin assert that there is a lack of clarity in the . 

P ar y ® such important issues as united front work,, CAR-builflina, 

participation in organizations heavily influenced by enemy forces, etc. 
The letters put forth the sloganf of allowing two lines to be applied 
on these questions, debating the issue for a year, and then calling 
a party convention to decide which line works best in practice. 


Asid f fr ° m I 1 * 16 impossibility of operating in this manner under 
§ay circumstances m a democratic-centralist organization (a question 
irhich will be touched upon below), the Bay Area comrades commit major 
^ ors of f a c t . To state that our party has no line on the UF, on 
-AR, on unity with the class enemy, or on how to evaluate the suc- 
cess or failure of a struggle is to ignore the history of the PLP 

last 9 or 10 years. The party has a clear line on every one 
. ^ h ^ se ^“ 10 ^ s * , a line that is continually enriched and developed, 
but nonetheless a line that has moved in the same general direction 
cor a considerable Pe^ioc} of time. Let’s review some of our history: 

In the course of /the struggle around Road t o Revolution III, 


. * _ , , l w w ixcv viuLiwn XXX t 

the Party broke sharplyj^with nationalism, revisionism and every form 
all-class unity. We said that given the material conditions of 


-lass struggle, the only yardstick that could accurately measure 
revolutionary growth was the development of the M-L party 
ind the spread of communist ideology (^. dicta torship of the proletariat 1 

imong the masses. we attempted to apply the laws of development to 

by returning to the theoretical source of Marxism-Leninism 
ifhile at the same time rejecting major right-wing errors. 

We 

continue to make many serious right-wing errors — particularly in 
our practice but these errors are precisely deviations from a 
3gB.® ral ling that has been established, at least in outline, for 
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r • a decade * Reform apd Revolution represents an advance over 
^T 11 ln . sense t^ a t we now understand that in the main we have 
lot carried out the essence of the line of rrih and that fundamental 
-hanges are needed to reverse this. A key feature of the self-criticism 
issued by the NC at the time of R&R was that it had given reformist 
.eadership-- leadership that violat ed the party's stated line of 
making socialist consciousness primary. 

. „ 4 When the national committee criticizes 

P^dleton campaign because the party does not make the d* 

)f the ft primary in it (and when there is a mountain of evidence to 
.ndicate this) the Bay Area comrades don’t have much of an argument 
.f they contend that the party hasn’t got the line that putting 
■orth revolution and winning people to it is the main task in the 
struggle. Since when do we need debate and consultation over whether 


I r not to raise the banners of the FLP in united front marches? since 


when it is "racist" to call for socialism openly? Some of the comrades who wrote the letters in- 
cluded in this bulletin should review the recent history of our Party’s development in the Bay 
Area. A lengthy ariH valuable self-critical report was issued by Jim and Hari to the NC at the time 
of the SF City Workers strike. In essence, the report made the same self-criticism that the NC 
later issued about the Pendleton campaign: the main error committed by the party was right-wing 
opportunism weak party -building and fraction-building, C-D sales, etc. Presumably, the comrades 
who now want extensive "debate" agreed with this self-criticism at that time. What s the differ- 
ence, except that subjectively they don’t agree with the same line any longer? 
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• The same general points can be made about the question of the sail 

United Front. RRIII spells out whom we unite with and whom we attack. This n.c 
line has been refined and developed in the last decade and* presumably, ^ c 
the NC report in the present bulletin can carry it a step further, but 
the fact remains that for a long time the party has had a general 
approach to this question, including; -*****•*“' 


UF from below 


I. if % 
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No unity with the class enemy 
UF as unity and conflict of opposi tes (ie v struggle *wi th/against) 
Openly putting forth independent M-L ideas and the PLF » 

The left leads the UF . 

Here again, R&R carries RRIII a step further by stating that the 
bottom line for all our UF work must be the spread of Marxist-Leninist, 
ideology among the massed and the growth of the PLP based on thi s 
We have a line on the relevance of racism to the dangers of war and 
fascism* ,-We have a line on fighting racism as a form of super— exploitation 
and theirore the enemy of the entire wdrking class. We have a line 
on the impossibility of smashing racism under capitalism. Andy Young, 
Carleton Goodlett, Jimmy Carter, Gus Hall, and Cesar Chavez will all 
sing "End Racism" until hell freezes over. Since when is it racist 
for communists to expose the demagogy of these forces, the strategy 
of the ruling class, and the need for workers' to smash the bosses* 
government? The PLP has a line stating that all these things are 
true. It also has a line that calls upon its leaders and members to 
carry them out. 

As far as the question of uniting with right-wingers and open 
capitalist forces is concerned, a recent C-D editorial correctly 
spelled out the reasons for not doing this. It should be added here 
that we also have a line on this question. History and our own 
patfbtice demonstrated that the Vietnamese revisionists were wrong 
to accept, and then become dependent upon, Soviet"aid." When we put forth ■ 
this line in the mass movement, many forces criticized us in the 
same terms as comrade HH. Nonetheless, we stuck to our guns and events 
proved this line to be correct. Was the line valid only for Vietnam? 

Is ijt somehow wrong to take guns from the Soviet social-f adcists but 
all right to take $$ from a nationalist banker in SF? Our 
line says: rely on the masses and on the laws of class 

struggle. This line did not fall from the sky at the January NC 
meetittg. 

• As far as CAR is concerned, we are urged that if ...some 

areas want to pursue the NC line on centering the (Pendleton) campaign 
around the line of CAR, then we (should) have an experiment in real 
life as to which type of approach is best to build the party. " Let's 
examine this position on its own merits. 
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In the first place, as everyone in/tne*party knows by now?^ th^ /v 
January NC rejected this approach With the exception of Kitty ft/wi 

and Han, the rejection was unanimous. Hari agreed to abide by the w' 
decision. The PLP is not the Democratic Party. It is* not a debating 

organization that tolerates purposeful deviation 
f £oro* y a line that has been set , Han and Kitty didn* t agree with 
the line as it </had been collectively set, in this case, til make 
CAR the primary organization for carrying out the party's minimum 
program on racism and to organize shop fractions around the party's 
overall line in connection with* the Pendleton campaign. So be it. 

No one • always agrees with all decisions. The question becomes t what 
does a party leader do in such an instance? Submerge the disagreement 
and fight for the line regardless or carry out the line he/she happens 
to agree with m spite of the decision? The party's line in this 

j-P instance was to go back and build CAR and fractions. If Hari 
and other comrades still thought this was wrong, should they have 
done it anyway? The answer is YES, YES, ten thousand times YES. 

Democratic-Centralism can't work only when you happen to think a 
specific decision is correct. It either works all the time or it 
doesn't work at all. Failure to grasp this point is a key error fa si* 
many letters from the Bay Area printed in this bulletin. After 'T 
the struggle over line has taken place, after the line has been decided, 
ya ter the organizational decisions relative to it have been made, 
the time for reviewing the decision, debating it, going home and raising 
it for question,” bombarding the NSC with documents in opposition 9 
1 etc. etc. is OVER. The only thing to do is carry out the line . 

In the second place, the line to build CAR is not "new" either. Here 
again, let # s look at our recent history. Seven or eight years ago, the 
party made the estimate that it must play a vanguard role in putting 
the working class on the offensive against a new barrage of racism. 

With many weaknesses, we succeeded in introducing this question 

somewhat into the mass movement. We > found that many workers and 
others could be won to elements of an advanced *: po s-i Han on 

racism • 

. Because of this understanding, we and others helped start 

the Committee Against Racism. As we all know, the first national CAR 
conference took place- in NYC 3% years ago and proved to be a spectacular 
success. As a result of this work, the party made several decisions : 

to make CAR-building a major thrust of its work* 

— to broaden the fight against Jensenism.et al., out and concentrate 
on racism in practice; / J 

^o work within CAR so as to stimulate the growth of CAR off- 

campus, i.e. in industry and in the community, while at the same 
time continuing to fight racism on campus. 

pro contradictory developments followed these decisions. On the one 
hand, many , if not most, party leaders and members vacillated greatly 
both on CAR and on anti-racism in general. Many comrades decided 
that CAR "couldn't be built." Others said they didn't "see how 
racism^ hurt them." Others said they *couldn' t build ♦CAR and the 
union (or whatever) at the same time." The party leadership in general, 
and members of the NSC in particular, were guilty of major right-wing 
errors in the face of these developments. We became fatalistic when 
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confronted with these objections and in many cases drew the samey 
about party comrades that the comrades had drawn about the masses: that 


the line couldn't be carried out. r 

Nonetheless, despite this weakness, the line was partially tm s 

carried out on numerous occasions. Each example (the initial response 
of doctors, nurses, and hospital workers to Health CAR, the success ' r 3 
of CAR-building in Minnesota, the response in Boston and nationally '• 


to the 1975 Summer Project, the recent growth of CAR membership from J 

200 to over 700, etc.) PROVED THAT THE LINE WAS CORRECT AND THAT ALL 0 

THE DEVIATION AND VACILLATION (from leaders and others) ABOUT CARRYING 
IT OUT WAS DEAD WRONG. Large numbers of people have already shown J 

that they are winnable right now to CAR's program of fighting racism 
on a class basis. Many, many more can be won in the future — IF we . 

carry out our line on this question. The possibilities for party- building 
are obviously wide-open. ' . 

The triple error by some of the Bay Area comrades (a. opportunism 09 c? s 
in line, b. refusing to carry out specific NC decisions, g, failing 1 ? s 
to put into practice the essence of the general line on racism) should 5 

not be cause for f inger-pointing or smug name-calling. The fact is that 3 

we have all vacillated to varying degrees on the fundamental principle a 


of carrying out the party's vanguard and independent lines on the ss 5 
fight against racism. / 

To dramatize this point, let's speculate on what the internal " ^ 
and external situation would be if we had: moved vigorously and s 
in a united way to: consolidate CAR work immediately after the 3 
Nov. *73 convention; organize CAR in the hospitals when it was i 


originally proposed three years ago; develop CAR as a mass organization 3 
ofj the campuses so that we could have organized a broad spectrum 
of forces to come to Boston in 1975; recruit to CAR the hundreds 
who nonetheless came around it as a result of Boston *75; build 

CAR in this manner in California so that when the issue of the KKK 

arose, an already- thriving CAR organization could have jumped into 
the struggle and exercised leadership in itj own name and around 
its own line. 

Since the specific matter at issue here is CAR and the proposal tBfUO 
to have “two lines” on it, it is necessary to make these points. 

It goes without saying that exactly the same points are valid concerning 
the development of PLP fractions at industrial concentrations . ^ 

At the January NC meeting, the point was made that too often, i- oa 

we tend to fall into the 4m trap of self-fulfilling prophecies. 

The line is set; we don't carry it out; nothing much happens; and 
we conclude thft’t the line is therefore 'wrong * This is hardly a 
scientific, Marxist: approach. If you want to test a line, you must 
evaluate it in practice . The practice must be united in that we 
all do the same thing. Otherwise, there is nothing to evaluate. It 


was this method of analyzing the history of class struggle and 

own political practice that led our party to reject the line of 

so-called revolutionary nationalism. ^ 

Wef^iow from history and from recent experience that CAR can >ri 

be built, organizationally and politically, among large numbers *d 

of people and particularly among > workers. Either this is the Id 

case or else the comrades and others who are t doing it now are 1: 1 

endowed with some supernatural gift-. Pretending that reality :io inx* 
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is something other than what it is won* t get us anywhere. 
Neither will an attempt to hlame our own political shortcomings 
on the line. 



boes all of the above mean that disagreement, debate, and 
inner-party struggle are a bad thing? Of course not. Our 

party has always taken the position that the internal struggle 
* over politics and ideology is the nerve-center of our 
ability to develop as a revolutionary organization. These 
are not empty words: history proves that they 

are accurate. Before every major decision on line and every major 
party event, the NSC has organized and encouraged this kind of 
exchange : 

-- at least six months of >^8€S?A4f^iscussion and several lengthy 
internal bulletins with many points of view preceeded the publication 
of RRIII; 

— -^roughly 17 internal bulletins with contributions from hun- 
dreds of party members and friends were published before the last 
PLP convention; 


— the decision to drop WAM in favor of party fractions was 
not formalized until provisions had been made to discuss it with 
virtually every co ^<^^doin^^AM work in the entire party; 


the initial^NC, ' ofl Reform and Revolution set a 

three- month^discussion period as the pre-condition for publicly 
issuing the m article that appeared in C-D in Nov. 1976. The writer 
of the present report argued — incorrectly — that the line be * 
issued publicly right after the meeting. 

the question of whether or not to make a serious commitment 
to CAR has been discussed not once but several times at NC meetings; 

— C-D originally presented the discussion of Roots as a 
debate. Since ttie issue was obviously somewhat controversial, the 
party leadership and the C-D staff wanted to stimulate discussion 
on this important and topical question. 

The fact is that as a matter of principle , the party wants internal 
struggle over ideas and line to take place. However, as we know from 
the laws of development, all processes have their limits, and the 
time therefore arrives when you either fish or cut bait. All the debate 
and discussion that does take place has to lead somewhere. It 
has to become transformed into its opposite: different points of 
view that get thrown into the collective hopper have to become 
welded into one line that we all carry out. This is absolutely 

basic to democratic-centralism. It is a concept that some of the 
comrades from the Bay Area reject-J.n theory and that most of us 
reject, to varying degrees, in practice. 

Let’s call things by their proper names.. If we don’t agree with 
the UF line as outlined in RRIII and R&R, if we think that broad 

tions including nationalists and ruling class agents are 
better than fighting racism with CAR and a class line, if . 
we don’t want to do what has to be done to build party fractions on 
the job, if we want to divert the party from building a base for 
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do not wUnt to carry out the line of the party* It does not mean 
that the line of the party is unclear, or that it has never been 
discussed, or that we need another year of wrangling with each 
other and 56 more internal bulletins to figure out what it is, or 
that we can all do whatever we want in the meanwhile* Facts 

are stubborn things. They will not disappear to suit our in- 
dividual whims. , 

<Jen*ocn £< cj 

It may be of some use to summarize the basic principles of Y 
centralism as formulated by Lenin (in One Step Forward, Two Steps Back ) 
and as adopted by our party. 


1) The working class needs a party of professional revolutionaries. A 
professional revolutionary views the working class, the party, and 
socialism as the main things in life. This does not mean that home, 
family, friends, work, etc. are unimportant or that they should 
not be treated as serious responsibilities. It does mean that they 
are secondary to the party and the fight for socialism. It does mean 
that one's individual ideas, preferences, pleasures, conveniences, 
and needs must be subordinated to the needs of thf^party. Obviously, 
we all have a long way to go on this score, bu totals is nonetheless 
the goal we should be striving to attain. 

2) The party must have a system of organization, leadership, and 
discipline. Every party member and leader irtust belong to an assigned 
party collective. Every collective is accountable for carrying out 
the line of the party. s 

•Decisions of higher bodies are binding on lower bodies. A lower body 
may appeal decisions, but the appeal should always take into account the 
importance of the issue and its relevance to the party's main line 
of work. 

•After decisions have been reached, the job of the entire party 
is to put them into practice. The minority must subordinate itself 
to the majority. This discipline is binding on every party member, 
and the leadership must set an example in carrying it out without 
question. ("After the January NC, the former NC leaders should have 
returned to SF, raised the criticisms of the national committee, 
laid the groundwork for organizing on-the-job fractions, and moved 
to help CAR spearhead the Pendleton campaign. This would have 

been correct revolutionary procedure. \X would have 

set the tone for many of the comrades who still feel the line needs 
further discussion.) 

•Differences, when they occur, must never be taken outside the 
party. They must always be taken upward to the appropriate leadership 
collective, (if we are working in a united front and the party 

press raises points about what we should or should not do in the UF 
as edi torial comments, we undermine the whole concept of democratic- 
centralism if we tell our base in the UF that the editorial is wrong) 

•Factionalism — consciously organizing against the party line 
after it has been settled upon or consciously attempting to under- 
mine the party leadership — is intolerable and by itself constitutes 
grounds for expulsion. 


These features of democratic-eentralism are not arbitrary rules. On 
the contrary, they are the necessary conditions for the party's ability 
to advance and to grow. All forward, motion proceed^ on this basis. The 



and its objective aspirations and our own internal unity. This ^2^ 
unity alone enables the party to carry but a political offensive 

under all circumstances# to maximize opportunities for advancement 
and to minimize losses when retreat is necessary. If we proceed on 
the basis of "two lines,” doing our own thing, calling for more 
debate instead of carrying out the line, we will never amount to 
anything, and we will inevitably crumble in the face of any' serious 
enemy attack. On the other hand, we have already seen numerous 

occasions when leaders and comrades have carried out the 
line and the party has shot ahead inbpite of apparently 
overwhelming odds (May Day in Boston, the struggle of the Texas 
farmworkers, calling for no negotiations in Vietnam, attempting to 
give leadership to the Harlem rebellion, etc). 

In each of these cases and in many others, the absolutely decisive 
factor is uncompromising action by the leadership to carry out the 
line collectively established by the party . * ” 

The internal is primary over the external; party unity is primary 
over individual differences; centralism is primary over inner- 

party democracy. 

3) The key to the party's ability to provide leadership is its base. 

In the last analysis, history is made by millions of people, not by 
a handful of chosen individuals. Objective reality is determined 
by the working class, 

To one extent onranother, we are all shackled with elements of 
our bourgeois training ./we still equate democracy with our individual 
desires or subjective^, Too many of us still view as primary 

"my” ideas, "my" friends, "my" family, "my" disagreements, "my" 
feelings, etc. Too many of us still believe, deep down, that reality 
is determined by what goes on inside our heads. 

Building a base for the party's line in the industrial working 
class requires that we overcome precisely this individualism. What 
do workers need: MarX*ism-Leninism and the party line or a social 
club with a different^ line for every member? 

Who is more objective and who really puts the concept of 
proletarian democracy into practice: the comrade who balks at 
carrying out the line or the comrades and leaders who fight to t 

build on-the-job fractions, who raise the party banners in the 
mass movement, who build May Day, and who recruit to plp around 
the ideas of R & R , smashing imperialist war and fascism, etc.? The 
comrade who has no base and the leader who does not fight for 
the line represent only themselves. The comrade who builds a base 
and the leader who fights for the line represent the entire party, 
a specific detachment of the working class, the aspirations of workers 
all* over the world, and the history of the international communist 
movement. 

If we do not build a base for the line among workers, then all 
attempts to analyze reality must tumble into mysticism. forward 

motion in politics depends upon the working class. The working class 
depends upon its party. Either party leaders and members fight to 
carry the line to the working class or else we pack it in. In all the 
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documents from the Bay Area that oppose the NSC and the line, there 
is not one example , given of carrying out the party 

line on the Pendleton campaign among workers. Fraction-building 
around the country is still weak or non-existent . Here again, the 
right-wing trend is not a mystery: we can trace it directly to our 
collective hesitancy to build a base for our line in the industrial 
working class . 

4) Regular criticism-self -criticism are necessary for the party to 
evaluate its line and practice. Since the real world is primary 
over our understanding of it, no line can ever be perfect. However, 
the best way to detect the errors in our line is to carry it out 
and evaluate our practice. 

— Criticism should be given and received constructively 

and objectively. It should take into account the main and secondary 
aspects of a comrade’s or leader’s work. 

— Criticism must conform to the laws of development. It must 
be turned into its opposite: the weakness must be corrected in 
practice. If we aren’t building fractions for the line, if we 
can do better in building CAR, merely stating the case isn’t enough. 
There must be CHANGE. Obviously, the leadership of the party and 
NC members in particular must set an example in this regard. 

Democratic-centralism, like everything else in life, is a 
contradiction, the unity and conflict of two opposites. It is 
the contradiction that enables the party to immerse itself in the 
working class, to build unity out of disunity, order out of chaos, 
and strength out of weakness. By carrying out the line and 
putting D-C into practice — and only by doing these things — 
can a small, seemingly weak par ty^ lead millions in the armed struggle 
for state power. As Lenin wrote over 70 years ago: 

”In its struggle for power, the proletariat has no 
weapon other than organization. Disunited by the 
rule of anarchic competition in the bourgeois world, 
ground down by forced labor for capital, constant- 
ly thrust back to the ’lpwer depths' by utter des- 
titution, savagery, and degeneration, the proletariat 
can beca ', and inevitably will become, an invincible 
force only when its ideological unification by the 
principles of Marxism is consolidated by the mat- 
erial unity of an organization which will weld 
millions of toilers into an army of the working class.** 

— One Step Fo rward. Two Steps Back . 

One party. One line. One goal. No force in the world can 

withstand the power of , a united working class, operating under 
the leadership of a party that applies Marxism-Leninism with 
absolute single-mindedness of purpose. We have a long way to go 
before we put ourselves over the top, but we can do it. If we 
carry out the line and rely on the working class, we will do it. 


Stopping Fascism- How Should We View The Dimitrov Program? 


PL's job as a revolutionary communist party is to lead the 
working class to socialist revolution. That end is the best way 
to fight the threat of war, fascism, as well as the continuous 
stream of racist cutbacks, layoffs, etc. In RRIII we said that 
winning the working class to socialism was key/making and holding 
on to revolution. Most recently, our line has been strengthened 
by discussion on the relationship of reform and resolution. 

Our party's line has developed in the course of putting forward 
our ideas in the working class-in struggle-and evaluating the 
results. It has also developed by the actions of other communists 
throughout the world. We owe much to the red guard movement in 
China and our comrades elsewhere. We raise the red /flag of socialist 
revolution as the the rightful heirs of the international communist 
movement. It is in thislight that we should evaluate the Dimitrov 
program and should critisi the J. Spartacus article in the 3/8/77 
internal bulletin. 


The Spartacus article is an example of the right wing attack 
on the partyls line. S. states that the article in PL mag entitled- 
" stopping Fascism; allies vs. comrades is generally good. "The 
view point and the main tone are undeniably correct." S reverses 
field and quickly becomes a defender of Dimitrov and the program of 
the 7th world congress , 

PL has, in attempting seek the ideological roots of modern 
revisionism, viewed the diraitrov program as a codification of the 

wing errors that existed in the world communist movement prior 
to the 7th world congress. It was the moment wheh a qualitative leap 
was made- in the wrong direction. That is not t© say that all the 
act ivies before or for that matter after were all good or bad. It 
is to say that the line of the world communist movement was qualitatively 
stronger before the 1937 conferance. 

S criticises the PL mag article for calling Dimitrov's program 
a muddle, for faulting Dimitrov for using the term Soviet Democracy 
instead of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat, and for the summary 
criticism of the diraitrov -program; l) the implication that fascism or 
democracy are equally logical governmental forms for modem capitalism, 
2)defense of of liberal democracy, 3) the implication that an anti- 
fascist gov't based on the united front was as viable as socialism 
as an alternative to fascism, 4) and the implication that revisionist 
social democrats as well as communists could lead the battle against 
fascism. J. Spartacus never refers us to the Dimitrov program in 
order to dispute PL's line . Instead, Dimitrov's heroic actions in 
fighting the Nazis are cited, the namef? of other leaders of the 
international are invoked, and finally the danger of fascism is 
cited. S does well in not refering to the original document; for it 
would not help his/her argument. 

For example, Dimitrov on page 42 calls for' the widest posiible 
strata febb of the working people of town and country for the struggle 
against the roenabce of the seizure of power by the fascists »!_. . . and 
calls for taking advantage of the Contradictions which exist in the 


(£) 

camp of the bourgeoisie itself," The seizure of power? What happened 
to the theory of class dictatorship? Are we to appeal to the good 
bourgeoisie? On p 59 Dimitrov calls for , not only " joint action 
by both internationals" , but on "the ranks of the Catholic, Anarchist, 
and unorganized workers, even uponthose who have temporarily become 
victims of fascist demogogy." Add that to p 61 " 'Social- Democracy is 
for democracy, the Communists are for dictatorship; therefore we 
cannot form a united front with the Communists^* say some of the Social- 
Democratic leaders. But are we offering you now a united front for 
the purpose of proclaiming the dictatorship of the proletariat? We 
make no such proposal now." A communist party disavows the d of p? 

Clearly the PL article did not attempt to discredit Dimitrov 
personally. It is a political attack on the line of the 7 th world 
congress. The point is that Dimitrov, Stalin, and other leaders did 
know better than to follow this line. They had the experience of the 
menshevik role in the October revolution, the S*D party* s role in 
Germany during the 1919 uprising , and countless other lessons. As 
late as 1935 R Palme Dutt, British Communist leader, had proclaimed, 
"Fascism can be fought. Fascism can be fought and defeated. But 
Fascism can only be fought and defeated if it is fought without 
illusions and with clear understanding of the issues. The causes of 
Fascil-m lie deep-rooted in existing society. Capitalism in its decay 
breeds Fascism. Capitalist democracy in decay breeds Fascism. The only 
final guarantee against Fascism, the only final wiping out of the causes 
of Fascism, is the victory of the proletarian dictatorship." p 17 
in Fascism and Social Revolution . 

Rather than buying time or postponing the storm of the l930ls, 
the United Front against Fascism Program has sharpened the worldwide fits 
tlfeat of war and fascism. This is true because of the reversal of 
socialism in the S.U., China, and the general weakening of the 
in ter national movement idea logically. 

^^^PL can help reverse the proeess codified in the 1937 program 
by continuing our examination of the roots of revisionism, bringing 
our ideology to the working class and its mass movements, sharping 
the class struggle, and by building the party into the kind of 
weapon that can seize state power. Fight the right wing drift- 
recruit and put communist politics in command. 

During W RJEX workers fought unger the flags of 

socialist <1 They ’bravely fought against fascism. That 

fight was weakened by the right wing line that existed in the 
international communist movement. We should hail their heroic 
efforts in defeating Hitler, however, it would be criminal for 
us to repeat the errors they made in doing so. Only two roads are 
open to us. One is that of socialist revolution. The other is 
war and fascism. 



S JVV*£ (So 1 <9ntS ifh ZD*n/ 4+rJ Jh QF^) 

In the current debate inside the Party about the international situation, 
pages and pages of statistics have been quoted without much discussion of the 
significance of those statistics. Jim Dann’s letter to Mort Scheer (in the 
last internal) was a definite improvement i Dann directly addressed the political 
questions, "how does imperialism work?", "is the USSR a major imperialist power?", 

"is there danger of war between the US and the USSR?" Dann unfortunately gives 
very weak answers to these questions.' 

When Dann discusses imperialism, he talks mostly about the loans made by 
the imperialist powers (for example, he says that since the USSR owes the Western 
bankers $15 billion, the USSR is very weak). Imperialism is more than loans* 
imperialism is the export of capital. "Capital" is not just money* capital is 
a relation between classes (it is the relationship by which the capitalist class 
exploits the working class). The pwwer of Soviet imperialism consists of the 
ability of the Soviet bossses to consolidate their hold over the workers of 
India, Egypt, Angola, Mozambique, etc. 

(3$r the way, "finance capital" is not bank capital, finance capital is 
the union of bank and industrial capital. When Lenin writes about the import- 
ance of finance capital for imperialism, he is discussing the emergence of mon- 
opoly capitalists who combine bnak and industrial capital and therefore can dom- 
inate the whole economy. The 8oviet economy since the "reforms" of the mid- 
Sixties is dominated by monopolistic "combines", as they are called). 

Soviet imperialism is not so weak as Dann describes it. Dann says that 
Sadat switched sides (from the USSR to the US) because, "The Soviets could only 
give him weapons while the US could give him weapons as well as food, rrf i tech- 
nology, financing, marketing experience, etc." That is quite a statement. Who 
built the Aswan Dam? Who built the world* s largest aluminum plant in Egypt? 

Who built the massive steel plant at Helwan? Who has provided over $1 billion 
in machinery to the Egyptian capitalists (plus billions in loans for military 
goods)? THE SOVIET IMPERIALISTS* What has Sadat gotten since his turn to the 
West. NOT ONE SINGLE FACTORY (all of the big loans from the West have gone for 
repaying the debt to the USSR — at a rate of over $300 million a year —.and 
for importing basic foodstuffs and luxurygoods. Even the oil industry has gotten 
much less than Sadat expected). In other words, the Soviets still dominate the 
Egyptian economy even though they are no longer political allies with Sadat. 

Sadat has to keep on paying these debts, because otherwise the USSR will shut off 
the supply of spare part (the Soviets have kept on supplying spare parts for the 
Mig jets, quietly). US IMPERIALISM IS TOO WEAK TO REPLACE THE SOVIETS AS QUICKLY 
AS SADAT HAD HOPED. 

It is certainly true that Soviet imperialism is not now as strong economically 
as U.S. imperialism; the Soviets are, however, gaining over time. In the lastfew 
years, there has been little or no net flow of capital out of the U.S., while the 
Soviets have continue to make massive investments (called "aid" by the Soviet bosses) 
of well over $1 billion a year. Furthermore, the Soviet military machine is at 

as strong as the U.S. military. What can we conclude from this? THE SOVIETS 
mL USE THEIR GREATER MILITARY MIGHT TO COMPENSATE FOR THEIR WEAKER ECONOMIC POSITION 
— in other words, they will push hard against the U.S. (for example, the Soviets 
wanted a UN embargo on South Africa, which the Soviets volunteered to enforce with 
their navy). 

Before World War I Germany was weaker economically that Great Britain (Bri- 
tain had massive investments and a vast empire , Germany only had a few eel. small 

colonies and little investment) which was all the more reason for Germany to 

increase its military and go to war. (Germany also had borrowed much from British 
banks in order to import advanced technolgy from the O.S. and Britain). By force 
of arms, the Germans expected to open the road to economic expansion. 


Dann makes no reference tothe economic crisis in the U.S. The U.S. economy 
has been hard hit in recent years — manufacturing output has barely returned to 
the level of 1973. During the Sixties, corporations borrowed massive amounts to 
finance investment, and the interest paymenst on this "fictious capital” became 
a great burden on new investments. Now they are paying off these debts (techni- 
cally! improving coporate liquidity, reducing debt/equity ratios). This leaves 
the capitalists little money to invest in new projects — plus they are unwilling 
to invest, because they expect that sales will remain low and the profit rate 
won't be restored. All this contributes to the decline of U.S. imperialism! few 
investments abroad, machinery in the U.S, gets older (it falls behind the new 
technologies installed by its competitors). On the other hand, the Soviet econ- 
omy is substantially higher than the U.S. rate of growth in nearly every maflor 
commodity. 


School-Boy Arithmetic and the End of History 

Some people know only todays, maybe a few tomorrows, but not next 
year and the years after. This may bfe called the "now is forever" theory 
of history. To prove it, its political supporters often draw their ana- 
logies from the tomb of the distant past. These thoughts came to mind af- 
ter reading the Dann-Dillon article on the relative strengths of the USA 
and the USSR. The article is impressive. Reams of statistics are always 
impressive. Moreover, there is every reason to assume that the figures 
given are quite accurate. Dann-Dillon carefully document their sources. 
Yet for all that, their "now is forever" view of present-day history, 
which is the framework for the statistical analysis, leads the article 
to a completely wrong rating of the two capitalist giants and to a set 
of suspicious political conclusions. 

Today all the numbers add up in favor of the USA, that is, when we 
add the production and military might of US allies to the account. This 
is the Dann-Dillon thesis. Tomorrow, the same will surely be true, since 
the tempo of history is not that swift. But what about next year and the 
years after? Well the Dann-Dillon article proposes that the US bloc is 
stable, no historical change in the years to come, on the analogy of the 
present period to the hundred years between 181 5 and 1914. We may expect 
nothing too different then until 2045. I take 1945 as the starting date 
for this hundred year rerun of European history after the defeat of Na- 
poleon at Waterloo. If history were in fact that permanent, the simple 
schoolboy arithmetic of Dann-Dillon might very well add up to an accu- 
rate accounting of the two powers with regard to each other. 

Not even the Chinese Communist Party, which on occasion has adopted 
a profound political posture on the next thousand years without embarras- 
ment, is willing to bet on a hundred years of permanence. Chou-En-Lai, 
speaking for the dominant section of the Party, suggested a fifty-year 
trade pact with the American ruling class, when China shifted to a poli- 
cy of conciliation toward the USA. There are two sides to this Chinese 
suggestion for a long term pact: one is that the Communist Party of 
China does not expect much from the class struggle for at least half a 
century, which basically discounts the class struggle altogether; in con- 
trast, the other side of the suggestion gives full weight to the view 
that the USSR is in a relatively more favorable position in its rivalry 
with the USA. A Chinese Foreign Ministry official put it this way to 
William D afire: in the battle between the two giants, the USA is more 
afraid of the USSR and the USSR will not attack China until it has de- 
feated the USA. The implication is clear. The overture to the US is 


China's way of restoring a balance between the two giants to forestall i 
Russian victory. The Chinese revisionists fear the paper tiger far less 
than the Russian bear. 


I make this point about the Chinese position because it touches on 
four basic weaknesses in the Dann-Dillon argument: first, like the Chi- 
nese, it discounts entirely the relationship of class struggle to eco- 
nomics and international politics; second, and in this case unlike the 
Chinese, it bases its argument on economic numbers alone instead of the 
dynamics of capitalist alliances and rivalries; third, it misunderstands 
and oversimplifies the meaning and practice of Soviet revisionism at home 
and abroad; and fourth, it entirely misreads the tactics and strategy of . 
the Chinese ruling class in world affairs. 

First, the dynamics of capitalist alliances and rivalries: in light 
of what the historical evidence of the last 75 years shows us about their 
nature and the causes of war, Dann-Dillon are politically blind in assum- 
ing a long term harmony among the members of the US bloc while agreeing 
that a hot rivalry exists between the USA and the USSR. The factors that 
compel the two to be rivals are also present, to one degree or another, 
for each of the members of the US bloc. Well then what precisely is the 
reason that the USA and the USSR are rivals? Is it because one is capita- 
list and the other socialist? This might have been a debatable point se- 
venteen years ago. To their credit, the forces who established the Progres 
sive Labor Party saw the true state of affairs even then. Today, except 
to the Communist Parties of the world, which stopped being honest about 
history a long time ago, and a certain breed of anti-communist, the point 
is no longer debatable. The two nations are rivals because each is a 
highly advanced capitalist country. 

The case is classic. As Lenin made clear in Imperialism , when a capi- 
talist nation has developed its productive powers to a high leVel, its 
various contradictions, such as the tendency for its rate of profit to 
fall in the most massive and developed industries, its need for raw ma- 
terials, for market places, and for larger masses of cheaper labor to 
exploit than it can get at home — all these force it, whether it wants to 
or not, to expand its base of operations to other parts of the globe. In 
other words, it travels the imperialist road. The contradictions and needs 
of the advanced capitalist nation never diminish or level off. On the con- 
trary, they keep on growing. As a result, imperialist expansion and/or the 
pressure for it are continually increasing. This is now and has been the 
case with the Soviet Union for the last 25 years and for much longer with 
the USA. 

By 1914, there were no longer any significant new markets for imperi- 
alism to open up. Since then imperialist expansion has taken the course 
of redividing the already imperialized markets. Since 1917 the situation 
has grown even more restricted. The October Revolution and the Chinese 
Revolution of 1949 removed two huge market chunks from the path of im- 
perialist expansion. This is true even at present, despite the capital- 
ist directions of Russia and China. Neither area is open to any extensive, 
un trammeled, uncontrolled imperialist activities by other advanced capi- 
talist countries. The markets available for imperialist expansion are, 
therefore, now more limited than at the beginning of the century and 
what is available, after a hundred years of globally expanding capital- 
ism, is more intensively imperialized. All this has meant collision af- 
ter collision of one or another or combination of capitalist powers. 

These are the factors that make war inevitable, and not in some hundred 
year future, as long as capitalism exists. They explain why the two su- 
per capitalist powers are, of necessity, no matter which is "top dog," 
on the road to collision in the coming period. 
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But what about the other capitalist countries? Aren't they or at" 
least some of them caught up in the same contradictions and conflicts? 

Are the Soviet Union and the USA the only imperialist powers? The only 
powers whose interests are in conflict with each other? Dann-Dillon an- 
swer, particularly with regard to the countries in the US bloc, no. The 
other capitalists are not, at least, to any significant degree in imperial- 
ist contradiction with each other. The power they attribute to the USA as 
a result of this "no" answer forces them to conclude also that the USA, 
for a long period to come, is actually the only imperialist of sufficient 
strength to count at all. Arithmetic without a context of dialectical his- 
tory is magic indeed. It does away with the real contradictions which 
have made the twentieth century the most unstable and violent of centuries 
and it produces a statistical sum that can only be described in Hollywood 
terms-collosal . 


But their own figures and the evidence of the last ten years alone 
belie their answer. Next to the Soviet Union and the USA, the most ad- 
vanced capitalist nations, Japan, Germany, France, Italy, belong to the 
US bloc. They are fullfledged although not equal imperialists, as affirmed 
by the history of the last 75 years. These are the nations that fought 
two world wars with each other, Germany in each case on the side opposite 
to the US, Japan on a different side each time, and Italy the same. In 
neither war could the major capitalist opponents, the USA and Germany, 
count fully on every single one of their allies. Japan was of little help 
to the USA in World War I. It practically sat the war out, helping its 
own imperialist aims to what it could in the process. Italy proved to be 
practically worthless in both wars, first to the Allies, then to the Axis. 
In the last ten years, while allies all together in NATO and the Common 
Market, they have been engaged in the fiercest economic competition with 
each other all over the globe and most of all with the USA. I cite only 
the growing presence of Japan in South America, of Germany in European 
markets, of the revived fortunes of France in Southeast Asia following 
the US defeat there, the two US devaluations of recent years (incidentally 
the dollar is showing signs of deteriorating again) as proof. 

Vietnam is another case in point. Adding up columns of figures is a 
useful schoolboy exercise, but until the columns appear in the battle- 
field, they ought not to be taken too seriously. What did Germany, Bri- 
t-3-in, France, Japan, Italy contribute to the US side in the Vietnam War? 
Not a single soldier; not much, if any, equipment; and not much, if any, 
economic support. In this instance, they proved to be what they could 
prove to be again and again, allies on paper, not in practice. As a matter 
of fact, the leading capitalists of the bloc, Germany, Japan, and France, 
took as much imperialist advantage as politically possible of the US em- 
broilment in Vietnam. During this period, these three capitalist countries 
grew in strength vis-a-vis U3 capitalism, which enabled them to outcompete 
the USA in many of the markets of the world * 


Add up the figures, surely it is dangerous to ignore them, but under 
no circumstances leave out history by assuming some feature of it has long 
term permanence. The main feature of the capitalist period is instability, 
the closer to the present, the more unstable, and the moreso in the case 
of advanced capitalist relationships. Capitalist alliances are, in fact, 
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understandable only as a sign of this essential instability. The US bloc 
may, on the one hand, be directed at counterbalancing the growing might 
of the USSR. It is, on the other, a means whereby each of these imperial- 
ist allies makes sure or tries to make sure that the others do not make 
inroads on its own imperialist position. No sentiment, no honor, no gra- 
titude, no cause for human betterment governs here. Only contradiction. 

If another lineup of nations promises to do a better job for one or an- 
other of these partners, then so be it. A transfer of allegiance is an 
easy thing among thieves. 

So much for the permanence of the US bloc. What about class struggle? 
It seems not to exist in the Dann-Dillon article. A short section deals 
with internal economic conditions and their effect on the working class — 
the stuff out of which considerable class struggle emerges. But it sweeps 
the question aside by saying that if the quality of life is on the skids 
in the US, it is also on the skids in the USSR. Here is another example 
of the Dann-Dillon school of arithmetic. Glass struggle has a zero effect 
on imperialist allignment, on the comparative strength of the two super 
powers, and the reliability of allies because the struggle in one nation 
cancels out the struggle in the other. And what about class struggle in 
Latin America, Africa, Asia, the rest of Europe? Not many words. Apparent- 
ly the "zero-effect" principle functions in these areas too. Dann-Dillon 
may become famous mathematicians for having simplified arithmetic but 
they cannot expect to become first rate historians, let alone sound 
Marxists, by discounting the class struggle. 

As a be'ginning let's take the effect of class struggle on the mili- 
tary contribution of US allies in Latin America, Asia, and Africa. Dann- 
Dillon add the military forces of the allies in these areas to the for- 
ces of the US and the other advanced capitalist nations in the bloc to 
come up with a figure of 7 million army men, a force approximately 50 % 
greater than the USSR and its allies. They admit that it would be unwise 
to count on every last one of the US bloc at any given time and cite spe- 
cifically two unreliables, Portugal and Greece. 

But what about Brazil, Argentina, Turkey, South Korea, Pakistan, 
Thailand and so on, which Dann-Dillon call medium military powers? Can 
these be counted on at all, no matter what the given time? Past experi- 
ence provides us with an answer. In World War II, Argentina was legally 
a neutral but leaned toward the axis. Aside from a place of asylum, it 
provided them with precious little support. In World War II, Brazil was 
a US ally. It declared war on the axis. It provided the US with next to 
nothing in the way of soldiers. The same is true for every single Latin- 
American countiy allied with the US in World War II. Is there any reason 
to believe they would behave otherwise today? Not at all. These countries 
are caldrons of class struggle. The ruling class of Argentina, where war 
among the classes is an every day affair, could not spare one soldier, 
one policemen for the US without endangering its own political power. 

The same is true for Chile. There the fascist repression is so embracing 
and intensive that the struggle of the working class does not have a 
public form. But the Chilean ruling class needs every last one of its 
storm troopers to keep the working class from seizing power. No, the 
class struggle dictates that Latin America will send no troops into 
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the battlefield for the US. 

The same goes for Africa and Asia. What can one expect from Pakistan 
where strikes and demonstrations, often violent, over recent election re-* 

S ^ 1 a S x. haVe created chaos? Thailand, where guerilla forces have oper- 
ated for years and are growing in numbers? From Zaire, where insurgent 
Kantangans are now in the field? Even South Africa, the economically and 
militarily strongest capitalist class outside Europe cannot spare a sin- 
gie squad for the US because of the class struggle there, one which is 
intensifying month by month. Not a single country outside of Europe can 

/If a m ^ 0r force for the US because of the various class 
a l ound th ® ^rld. South Korea is sufficient proof. Its own army 
a police x or ce, which are quite substantial in numbers, has shown more 
than once their inability, without massive aid from the US, to keep the 

The^nd^rf +h P °+u r ' strange arithmetic to add them to US strength, 

drain on the US 6 ° ther medlum mil itary powers” are, on the contrary, a^ 

„ left ° nly With what Ghina » J apan, and the West European 

capitalists may add to US military strength. Surely the class struggle is 
at work in these countries also. Spain and Portugal are areas of particu- 
larly sharp contentions and will add nothing to US strength. Italy's work- 
ing class is continually striking and taking to the streets. At the very 
least, it will tie down a substantial part of the Italian armv itself* 

reniS the^f* 1 f ? rCe ’ the ver y most . it will, especially if’ war comes, 
center the struggle on who rules an(}, thereby, tie down the entire Italian 

army. Remember each World War of this century accelerated the struggle for 
^ es ?- mOTl £ the classes. There is no reason to think that the case 

West Germany"^ 1SG * ^ ^ ** Italy ' bUt in Prance and even in Japan and 

.. T ^ e effects of Soviet and Chinese revisionism on class struggle and 
•toe relative strength of the different capitalist classes and blocs will 
be discussed in a moment. Here I want simply to say that it is premature 
to assume that China and the Communist Parties of West Europe are in the 
pockets of the US bloc. At any rate 7 million is another one of those 
colossal numbers. But the class struggle determines that a substantial 
part of that sum will be deployed elsewhere than on the side of the US. 

. , Cna other aspect of the class struggle needs to be dealt with. The 
internal contradictions of US capitalism are economic, political, and in- 
ternational. The bare figures of production and. military size tell us 
nothing about these internal contradictions and, as a consequence, the 

^+ 1 „e e ^ ni a g the fi ff res themselves. Capitalism is in the business, 

7?t of P rod ucmg or making war, but of maximizing profit. Mass produc- 
tion and war necessarily follow from that goal, although war quite ob- 
viously contributes to it in no insignificant way. As capitalism deve- 
lops one tamch of industry after another, the rate of profit in each be- 
e.ins to xall sooner or later. The reason for this is that technology is 

thP n+w W ° f me ? nS at hand (speedup and the long working day are 
the others; to put tne largest and an ever increasing number of workers 

to work, to exploit them in other words. It is the chief way to guaran- 
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tee a large enough production at a low enough unit cost to compete and 
outcompete other capitalists at home and overseas. However, the amount 
of capital used for technology, called constant capital (because of it- 
self it produces no surplus value), rises at a much faster pace than the 
amount of capital used for living labor, the labor-power that produces 
surplus value, even though more and more of it is employed because of 
the use of technology. Hence, the rate of profit falls. The falling rate 
is compounded even more by the contradictionsof technology itself. As 
the already intensively developed industries grow older, their technolo- 
gical base wears out, is made obsolete by newer technology and, whether 
for the one reason or the other, needs to be replaced. But that demands 
an even more enormous investment of constant capital. Oil is a perfect 
example of this turn of events, but so are other industries in the USA. 

These are the economic factors that underlie the internal crises of 
US capitalism. They have made the US less competitive in the world mar- 
kets than West Germany, France, and Japan, whose technology is newer and 
whose wage bill per man hour is lower. To become more competitive, it is 
absolutely essential for US capitalism to replace its obsolete and worn 
out technology, to increase man-hour productivity, and, if it can, to re- 
duce the wage bill per man hour. But if it pays for the new technology 
out of its capitalist coffers, it will further depress an already de- 
pressed rate of profit. It is not about to do this. Hence, it is now 
using every political trick, appropriation, and legal maneuver to force 
that money out of the pockets of the masses of the American people. No 
matter what the current production figures are, this is the ongoing pro- 
cess both in economics and politics and what is behind the steady deteri- 
oration of the quality of lq.fe in the USA. 

If it were only a matter of statistics, this would hardly be more 
than academic in interest. But it directly affects the class struggle. 

Does anyone think that the working class will play dead as the capitalist 
class burdens it more and more with speedup, tries harder and harder to 
cut wages (through racism, runaway shops, inflation, forced work programs, 
inadequate health,' educational, and other public services) and saddle it 
with the enormous bill for constant-capital investment? All other things 
being equal the working class will resist furiously and openly, as it has 
in the past. The capitalists know this. That is why they use every means 
possible to control the struggle: nationalism, racism, liberalism, layoffs 
and other economic reprisals, cops, alcohol, drugs, the drug of television 
and other cultural forms. But if it only uses these political and economic 
strategies to throw the weight of the crises on the working class, the real 
conditions of the system will make a shambles of them, and the class strug- 
gle stands a good chance of erupting in full force. That is. why US capital- 
ism needs to prepare for fascism. It is the ultimate way, when capitalist 
maneuverability is reduced in scope by the realities of of the internal 
and external crises, to put the lid on class struggle. But to put the fas- 
cist lid on, US capitalism will have to field a vastly expanded police 
and armed force, not only for war abroad, but for repression and eternal 
vigilance against the working class at home. 

Whichever way it goes, an open and erupted class struggle or a fas- 
cist contained and underground one, the class struggle as it now exists 
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°r as it will potentially exist in the future means that simple arithmetic 

in P thf ;,W Pr °? U °£ 1 ?V nd military str ength may add up to an accurate sum 
the abstract, but by no stretch of the imagination gives us a real mea- 
sure of the relative standing of the US-USSR. It doesn't matter whether 
the same process is at work in the Soviet Union, as it no doubt will be. 
That doesn t cancel out the effect. Specific historical developments dif- 

+hf+ nt T^ n e ea + h Ca f S and F? uneven development of capitalism guarantee 
+ f act ’ un der certain conditions, the same process at work in the 

US^loc Unl ° n may ‘ Very wel1 intensif J' the problems and character of the’ 

Toward the end of their article, Dann-Dillon express the worry that 

t0 i f + °° gnize the US as " t0 P dog" will cause the downplaying of 
o things. 1) the exposure of US imperialism and 2) struggle against US 
capitalism. The history of Progressive Labor Party has hardly been one 
of downplaying the one or the other. It is curious that Dann-Dillon pay 
little attention to this distinct danger of war and fascism by the US 
generated by the crises discussed above. Isn’t this an exposure of A me rl- 
can imperialism? What do they want to expose? That the US is super strong! 

hard Jy needs Dann-Dillon to undress that already naked fact. Even 
if they aren t top dog, they are obviously super strong. Bo one has 
argued otherwise. No, what Dann-Dillon want to expose is that the US is 
not only ahead of the USSR, but so far ahead that there is no contest. 

warnin 6 against American exceptionalism seems quite 
empty .What has that exceptionalism been made up of historically if not 
that the US is unbeatably ahead of everyone else, that US problems can 
be overcome without intensifying the class struggle, that the US is so 

e hat 3 I ?y olat d° n is not desirable or possible, certainly not 
in the foreseeable future. J 

Underestimation of the enemy is a dangerous matter. Overestimation 
is n o_ 1 ess so. In fact overestimation hardly ever stimulates class strug- 
g e. In the first place, it falsifies what is actually going on. It leaves 
no room, therefore, for a realistic plan of consistent action against the 
enemy. In the second, when it portrays the enemy as unbeatable, if trig- 
gers inaction (not to mention cynicism and defeatism). It doesn't make° 
any sense . to fight an unbeatable enemy „ The Party has recently had its 
own experience with how the formulation that US capitalism is in total 
control of everything in bourgeois society deflected members from ' in- 
volvement in class struggle. Fortunately, it didn't take the Party years 
to discover the problem. The October 21 editorial didn't prevent the 
Party from discovering the problem. It detected it in short order, two or 
three months, and has written several editorials pushing for more in- 
volvement in class struggle. 

?;F od Y c ;!; ive "W to struggle against US imperialism is to see 
clearly how its internal crises have altered its standing in the world, 
what its strategies are to overcome these crises, and how it is heading 
toward war and fascism. This way we have very specific class struggles' 
to organize, very specific multi-class rank-and-file struggles against 
war and fascism to organize, and a very- clear picture of why all the 
class and political struggles must be turned into a civil war against 
the capitalist class if war and fascism are to be stopped once and for 
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all. Rather than the super- strength numbers game of Dann- Dillon, which 
given the kindliest interpretation merely repeats what is well known but 
in fact hides what is actually happening in current history, this kind of 
exposure informs the working class of the true aims and dangers of US 
capitalism. It is the path to no end of concrete struggle. 

Dann-Dillon show no better understanding of Soviet revisionism and 
capitalism than of class struggle and the crises of US imperialism. At 
the end of the article, they express still another worry: the judgement 
that the USSR is in a stronger imperialist position than the US might 
"unintentionally prettify Soviet imperialism, making them seem more power- 
ful than they really are, covering up their internal weaknesses and shar - 
pening contradictions . " Ah, how refreshing after the pages of statistics 
and political analysis that studiously ignore US internal weaknesses and 
sharpening contradictions to hear Dann-Dillon call for something more than 
schoolboy arithmetic, for something more than "now is forever" histoiy. 

But they have the whole problem backwards. In the first place, it is they 
who have engaged in prettifying, not the Soviet Union, but the US. In the 
second place, with regard to Soviet capitalism the problem is not pretti- 
fication but caricature. They have caricatured Soviet capitalism and im- 
perialist policies and have used a caricature Marxism to do it. As a con- 
sequence, they misunderstand completely the meaning and practice of So- 
viet revisionism at home and abroad. 

Their Marxism is a caricature because they forget that capitalism is 
in a continual historical development. It is not a single, static model, 
absolutely the same everywhere. No capitalist nation is precisely at the 
same stage of productive development. None are at the same point in the 
tendency of the rate of profit to fall. Wide variations occur in many in- 
stances, even among advanced capitalist countries. Not all use exactly the 
same methods of exploitation and repression. Not all develop under the 
same historical circumstances. None are exceptions to the general develop- 
ment of the typical weaknesses and contradictions of capitalism. But the 
development of these does not occur at exactly the same pace, in. exactly the 
same manner, along exactly the same lirife, or at the same level of inten- 
sity at one and the same time. Therefore to say that the Soviet Union is 
capitalist and subject to the Marxist laws of capitalist contradiction is 
to say a truth and yet not to give a truly living picture of Soviet capi- 
talism. 

To capture a living picture, there are certain things to remember. 

The USSR is a rather 'recent comer to capitalism. Unlike the other capita- 
list nations, it began immediately at a somewhat advanced stage of pro- 
duction. It expropriated an already developed socialist economy, which it 
continued to develop at a high level of concentration throughout the post- 
war period. More important it did not begin in the spontaneous, individu- 
alistic way that capitalism began in every other case. 

All other capitalist developments began in the form of individual or 
family ownership of particular enterprises. The joint-stock ownership of 
later development did not eliminate this characteristic of traditional 
capitalism. It transferred it to small conglomerations of capitalists, 
more or less distinct but nevertheless distinct from other such conglo- 
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merations, which individually owned or controlled particular enterprises 
more or less monopolized but distinct from each other in thp 
branches of industry. The later overlappings and alliances of individu. 1 

SSS^S. 

nomically their contradictions Kith the working class with 

internationally 1, this I hi e t bU - 1 ^ ructureE - In any ’given nation and’ 
y » this historical pattern creates all sorts of mil final 

and economic problems for the functioning of the capiSSsts as a clfss. 

. 4 . A ?. e T i 5 ely diffsreH t set of circumstances prevails in the USSR 
capitalist class which expropriated the working class there is no! a 
alition of individual or individual conglomerate capuS owners Jus! 
as the working class owned all of the economy as an entire cl«! I iw 
capitalist ruters of the USSR own all of the^e^n^ L an Intlle halT 
flhat they have done is take a model of socialist ownership f® , 
capitalist ownership. Unlike the capitalists of other c!untri!s P who ™ie° 

as a class hut own in various individual forms, the Soviet capitalists 
rule as a class and own a piece tk-s,, i&ls 

plored side of revisionism. 3 ^ unrec0 6 nl ^ d and unex- 

0f course, with capitalist production in full swing pressures fn^ in_ 
iViduai ownership buildrup. The amassing of individual fortunes through 
hoarding and embezzlement, the appearance of the dissident movement which 

ahle°i! e !his li!ht~ W B n t mOVe " ent tha " rev i s ionism, become more understand- 
±e m this light. But as of now and probably for some vear«? iSio-ta +vn Q 

class as a whole run, * tight ship and shows no incU^tion !o 

pent, oftf ip ’ Tdlsmodel of all-class ownership makes economic develop- 
nent often more lumbering and bureaucratic, but it also eliminates 
probiems of collusion/competition, two of which are to exert a powerful 
downward pressure on the rate of profit and to lead to a considerable 
amount of waste production. As a consequence, the Soviet capitalists 

get thM r + the falling rate ° f P r °^’at Present and^more^easily 6 
get their constant-capital investment from the working class Thev 
aiso able to do more with a lean economy. Their itest to Z 3 ff + 
commodities match US statistics, but for the most part ttey get compara- 

invested? 376 ml fr ° m them ’ itel ” for item and P erha P s even for dollar 

with'raSSve^afe^spS" ^ey^d^t^^tb CaP , ltallsts «W Power 

gles_( sometimes lasting more than a !e!tu^) S and pSi^dirally^ocked b^" 
massive and violent civil conflicts which characterisS the 
power of the western capitalists. Compared to these the tert^ 1 V 
sion, sometimes of a fairly extensive kind, .that Si SovieHaniS^ 1?™*' 
used to silence opposing voices are quite limited capitalists 

What made the rapid and easy seizure possible 7 Revisionism 
visionist policies of the Soviet Communist^ar^ra^foraS 1 ^ ultTnl 
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cadre in the leading Party centers into a capitalist class and the govern- 
ment /Party apparatus into a tool of capitalism. But these policies did so 
always in the name of consolidating working class control and as a set of 
tactics to advance socialism. In the main, the capitalist class of the So- 
viet Union has successfully used revisionism to keep the Russian working 
class in its comer. This will not always be the case. As the contradic- 
tions of Soviet capitalism grow, class struggle will increase. But what 
resistance the working class now puts up to certain capitalist develop- 
ments is basically a striking out for reform within the system, which it 
still regards as socialist and in which it still has confidence. 

To exaggerate the weaknesses and internal contradictions of Soviet 
capitalism, to exaggerate the character and extent of class struggle in 
the USSR at this time and for some years to come is t to underestimate and 
misunderstand how dangerous revisionism is. It is a weapon directed at 
the heart of the working class from inside the working class because it 
parades as proletarian and socialist ideology. In the US, racism and li- 
beralism are the two main ideological weapons directed against the work- 
ing class. In the Soviet Union and among mass sections of the oppressed 
classes in other countries, revisionism is the main danger: its duplicity 
makes it an acceptable idea to masses of workers and hence a powerful po- 
litical and military force, but against the working class itself. 

If it is a weapon against the working class because of its pretended 
proletarian and socialist outlook, it is for the same reason a potent 
weapon against US and other non-Soviet imperialisms. Like the all-class 
ownership of the Soviet capitalists, this side of revisionism is almost 
always neglected. Right now, even without a world war, many of the major 
class struggles and guerrilla forces around the world look to the Soviet 
Union, hardly the US, for support and sometimes leadership. Furthermore, 
revisionism, having jettisoned the strategies of Karxism that energize 
all struggle toward socialist revolution, appeals to a wide range of 
union, political, and armed resistance: for example, to the liberalism 
of the Rhodesian guerrillas, the revisionism of the Angolans, and the 
Katangan wing of fascism in Zaire. 

Does anyone imagine after the experiences of World War II and the 
seething insurgencies, insurrections, and wars which have characterized 
all the years since that the next worldwide war will not see a tenfold 
increase 'in partisan/underground operations where they now exist and in 
places where they have not yet surfaced? No, they will explode all over 
the place. And on whose side will they be, for the most part? The USSR? 
The USA? Since revisionism has operated so successfully until now in its 
false colors, sound politics answers the USSR. Even if the partisan/guer- 
rilla forces have no interest in supporting one side or another in a 
war between the US-USSR, the longer history of US and West European ca- 
pitalism guarantees that they will fight the US and its allies, not the 
USSR. So whose columns shall we add the guerrillas to? And what number 
value shall we assign to them? Unfortunately, in contrast to conventional 
armies, the size of guerrilla forces is not listed in the Almanac of 
World Military Power . But we all know they operate most successfully be- 
cause they live in the heart of a supporting population. Guerrillas are 
everywhere surrounded by friends j conventional armies are everywhere con- 
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xronted by armed insurrectionists and are everywhere surrounded by a hos- 
tile, uncooperative population. 

One last point about about Soviet revisionism: its influence on and 
eventual adoption by the Vietnam Party and the Viet Cong does not mean 
that Vietnam is about to be turned over to US imperialism. Vietnam will 
deal with the US. The Soviet Union also does. But if anything, Vietnam 
revisionism means that the Vietnammese will be turned over to Soviet im- 
perialism. That’s the purpose of revisionism. May the same be sa id for 
the Communist Parties of France and Italy? What if they have rejected the 
dictatorship of the proletariat? The Soviet Union hasn’t slapped their 
wrists for it. What if they have rejected revolution? The Soviet capital- 
ist class perfected the notion of peaceful coexistence and the parliamen- 
tary road to socialism. What if they have agreed to stay in NATO in the 
event they are elected to run the government? They know that NATO is not 
a binding general staff or decision-making body. More important than all 
their rejections and agreements is that, like the Soviet Union, they offer 
revisionism as a working class outlook and a set of tactics to achieve a 
socialist society . .Besides which the rejections are already part and par- 
cel of their revisionism, even before they were stated publicly. To think 
therefore, that they are now in the pocket of the US is a silly oversim- 
plification. The purpose and net effect of revisionism is to enhance So- 
viet not US imperialism. 

The three sides of revisionism, the side of all-class ownership, the 
side that mobilizes the working classes against themselves, and the side 
that ^ mobilizes them against the US will have to be taken into account in 
ju ging who is the top-dog” imperialist, hey make simple arithmetic 
absolutely impossible. 

But revisionism also reminds us that a new, terribly effective weapon 
is now in use to keep the working class the "bottom dog.” Still masses of 
workers see it as a legitimate working-class politics. How then can we 
estroy it? Only be recruiting masses of people, on sound revolutionary 
grounds, to Progressive Labor Party. We can do that only if we take part 
in, generate on our own, and bring communist ideas into the class struggle, 
pnat means right here in the United States, not anywhere else. A mass par- 
oy will not only electrify the class struggle here at home. It will give 
us the credibility, in theory and practice, to rip away the false colors 
covering up Soviet revisionism, to win the international working class 
from this empty attraction to the politics of revolution. It turns out 
then that the urgency of fighting US imperialism here at home and spread- 
xu S c ° mmunist ideas is dictated to us not only by a proper estimate of 
the US but also by a living picture of the Soviet Union. It turns out 
at the same time, doesn t it, that the Dann-Dillon caricature prettifies, 
if anything does, Soviet imperialism. Together with their simple arithme- 
tic, it directs us away from class struggle or to a misconceived struggle. 
In the process, it leaves communist ideas outside on the doorstep or pro- 
bably back in the PL office. In their place, it brings into the struggle 
a set of useless Marxist parodies. 

Perhaps the most amazing parody (fantasy to be more precise) is the 
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addition of the Chinese regular army (2,555,000) and active reserve 
(5,000,000) to the US bloc. What a naive reading of China's tactics and 
strategy this is. It is hard to believe that Dann-Dillon are not aware of 
the simplemindedness of this addition. Suspicion then of their purposes 
is not unjustified. They seem so willfully willing to use fairy tale to 
discredit the argument that the USSR is, on the grounds of a dialectical 
reading of political-economy, more favorably placed now and will be in- 
creasingly so for the next period. But the politics of Chinese revision- 
ism is difficult to understand at best; they may simply be victims of 
their mechanical distortions of Marxist analysis. 

The last ten years reveal that Chinese revisionism operates in a 
three-sided battle. On one side, it is used to attack US imperialism. 

On another, it is used against the USSR, in the form of directly accus- 
ing the Soviets of imperialist designs but also in the form of attacking 
Soviet revisionism. Its revisionism, as a result, takes a different co- 
loring. Its goal is the same, but with this important difference: its 
purpose is to promote Chinese, not Soviet imperialism. The third side of 
its battle is internal. But here too there are important differences. 
Chinese revisionism has been a significant part of the struggle among 
different groupings of "capitalist roaders" for state power. At the same 
time it is used in the fight to make the working classes a willing party 
to their own loss of power. 

The first two sides of this battle indicate that the ruling class of 
China intends China to be a third center of capitalism, not a satellite 
of either super power. Its strategy is to capture what it calls the third 
world for its own imperialist ends. Both US imperialism and Soviet revi- 
sionism are roadblocks. Its international tactics on the diplomatic, poli- 
tical, and economic levels— but primarily on the diplomatic— are designed 
to offset these roadblocks, mainly by getting the super powers to stale- 
mate each other and in the process wear each other out. As I said earlier, 
the Chinese ruling class judges the USSR to have more advantages in world 
affairs now. The alliance with the US is its way of trying to establish 
a stalemate between the two. The whole point of these tactics is to buy 
time. China needs a great deal of time to develop its productive forces 
so that economically it has the capacity to carry out its imperialist 
aims in the third world. It needs time, and this is the most immediate 
problem, to restore order and consolidate ruling class control internal- 
ly. 

The battle among the different sections of capitalism for state power 
is grossly misunderstood if it is seen as a palace dispute. It was a ma- 
jor class struggle among the different capitalist groupings. Each group- 
ing mobilized millions of non-working class, primarily bourgeois forces 
to its side. Furthermore each grouping used revisionism to win millions 
of working class forces to its side. The road of the revisionists toward 
expropriating the working class in China has been far tougher to travel 
than for the Soviet rulers. The battle among the capitalist roaders is 
probably now over. The first group to be defeated was the section that 
basically wanted the capitalists class to stay in the orbit of Soviet im- 
perialism, even if that meant being junior partner. The next section to 
be beaten was the "gang-of-four." It represented that part of the capi- 
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tails t class that wanted to be no one’s junior partner and thought the 
best strategy was to go it completely alone, leaving stalemate condi- 
tions to spontaneity. As things look now, the capitalist roaders who re- 
present that section of the capitalist class that wants to be no one’s 
junior partner but wants to actively manipulate the conditions of stale- 
mate are m completecontrol of the state. 

•p^^if 1 | h ° 1:l f h ^ th L battle among these different sections appears to 
e finally decided after more than ten years, it has left behind an ex- 
plosive and hignly disordered situation among the classes. The victori- 

thl Ca +h r Su dSr ! are ^ li( l u idating this dangerous problem (to 

them, that is), .hey have had to use substantial armed forces to this 

in-’cl^i +h ^ ? a ° if f ed the P^^ation and particularly the work- 

in^ class through revisionism, they will have to keep a major part of 

their army on ready -alert for domestic purposes. This internal problem 
makes it hardly possible for China at this stage to add its regulars 
an /or reserves to either bloc. On the other hand, their tactics of 
staiemate and wear each other out signify that, even if or when internal 
nf . f ? ar ?. haV ?. been ^utilized, the Chinese ruling class has no intentions 

ending its army to any one on any consistent long range basis. That 

army will be m the field, it it is forced to be in the field, for the 

purpose of extending Chinese imperialism. The next world war may be a 
two-sided affair, but with a third side deploying its forces i/its own 

ip h 1S ^ bbat Ghina wil1 be a reluctant dragon on one side 

if need be, possibly then on another if stalemate requires it, and mostly 

ageressive °ue for itself against smaller powers, while the US and 
LSSR are occuppied with each other. Lenin said somewhere that the real 
world, particularly when in rapid movement and sharp contradiction is 
ri £ he ^ and concretel y complex than theory. How much more so than 

^ ?he US cSumn? N °’ “ “ n0i at a11 d ° t0 00unt aina ’ s 

Production figures and military logistics belong to the living tex- 
ture of history, the texture of unstable not relatively permanent Capi- 
talist relationships, of class struggle as the key motive force, and of 
revisionist strategies aimed at multiple targets. That kind of history 
computes numbers dialectically and provides a strong case for the judge- 
ment that the USSR is "top dog." Dann-Dillon claim Chat the different 
etween themselves a nd. this judgement is only a matter of estimate. But 
.at s only a lot of jive, just another attempt on their part to do a 
number on us. .he difference is between a revolutionary view of the cur- 
rent period and a non-revolutionary view. Their political conclusions 
are suspicious because the dangers they foresee follow, not from the es- 
timate that the^jo„R is now ahead of the US, but from their own reverse 
opinion, the opinion that today’s raw economic figures unrelated to 
to historical process determine relative strength. 


f lb w ^ re only a matter of Dann-Dillon, their mistaken political 
views would harcly he worth much attention. Cut Dann-Dillon have been 
around for a long time. They have been leading members of the Party 
have learned their politics mostly in the Party. Dann-Dillon are for 
uhese reasons probably symptomatic of a more general right-win- weak- 
ness among all of us in the Party. It may be found. <:i similar disagree- 
ments as theirs with what is basically a sound Karxist line but also in 
iUT T surface to be agreement, the empty echoing of slogans. 
. k -‘ nd °- covers up a failure to think dialectically, to take 
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full account of concrete reality (including numbers), to build a base for 
the Party year round (without hip-hopping to different people), to parti- 
cipate and. generate class struggle, and to make every struggle a schooling 
in communist ideas. How could anyone build a base year round without hip- 
hopping, how could anyone make communist ideas the guiding tool of class 
struggle, the means of winning the working class to the Party with only 
slogans to say? The arithmetic of numbers and the arithmetic of slogans 
end up with the same political sum, zero. 

The criticism of Dann-Dillon serves best as self-criticism of all 
the ways in which all of us don'f'fight city hall"because the US is too 
strong, or revisionism too clever, the working class too unresponsive', 
ourselves too lazy or afraid to listen to them so that we pome L to T know 
better how to get a response from them, or too uncommitted to get beyond 
the slogan to the concrete evidence and dialectics of the Party's poli- 
tics. 


S . Agonistes 



WHAT WE CAN DO 


Our brothers have taken a courageous stand against the KKK 
and their vicious racist campaign. The Camp Pendleton 14 Defense 
| Committee has been organized to provide political, legal, and financial 
I support for our brothers. Tens of thousands of dollars will be necessary 
to guarantee the defense of the 14 and to prevent the Marine Corps 
from railroading them to military prison for up to 21 years. Many in- 
dividuals and organizations will be needed to mobilize for their support 
(and help win their .freedom. The Defense Committee strongly urges 
leveryone who can to: 


GIVE AND HELP RAISE MONEY. 

Make checks payable to: CAMP 
PENDLETON 14 DEFENSE FUND. 


CIRCULATE THE PETITION to 

President Carter and the Camp PeiL- 
dleton Base Commander demanding 
freedom for the 14. 


ff. 
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WRITE LETTERS to the 

Congressional Black Caucus in 
Washington urging its members to 
publicly demand freedom for the 14 
and an end to Klan organizing and 
racist attacks and harassment at Pen- 
dleton. 


DEMONSTRATE. A state-wide sup- 
port rally and march is being planned 
near the base for the early weeks of 
the trial. A call is being circulated to 
all organizations requesting their 
sponsorship and participation. 


LIST OF ORGANIZATIONS THAT ENDORSE THE STATEWIDE MARCH AND RALLY AS OF 3/1/77 

Black Law Students Association, U.C. Davis 
Committee for Justice for Tyrone Guy tone, Oakland 
Black Teachers Caucus, San Francisco 
Military Law Forum, San Francisco 
Committee Against Racism (C.A.R.) 

Dr. Harry Edwards, U.C. Berkeley 
Charles Jackson, former President of S.F. State Student Government 
Black Panther Party 
Progressive Labor Party 

Julian Richardson, Marcus Books, San Francisco 
Pat Ryle, Head Steward Colgate-Palmolive, Berkeley 
Scalpel Caucus, Kalaer, San Francisco 
S.E.I.U. Local 535, San Francisco 

Geneva Towers Children Center Parent Advisory Council, San Francisco 
San Diego Welfare Rights Organization 
J. Rutherford Willems, writer 

C.O.A.C.H., Los Angeles (Crusade to^Organize and Accomodate Community Harmony) 

Manchester Senior Citizen Counsil, Los. Angeles 

Rational Lawyers Guild 

Laney Black Student Onion, Oakland 

Laney College Student Government, Oakland 

Leslie Simon, San Francisco 

Asian-American Studies Support Committee, U.C, Davis 

Rev. Cecil Williams , Glide Memorial Church, San Francisco 

Fernando Barrelro, Shop Steward, Health Workers, Mission Mental Health 

(SEIU Local 400) 

Pan African Student Onion, San Francisco State University 
Committee Against Racism in Education, <C. A. R.E.), Berkeley 
Dan Georgakas, writer 

Concerned Black Employees of Crown Zellerbach, Los Angeles 

A.F.S.C.M.E. Local 1695, U.C. Berkeley 

Eli Shul, editor, Toward Revolutionary Art 

Pan-African Board, U.C. Berkeley 

Black Student Union, Merritt College, Oakland 

I, Yotf, We Caucus;'* Cedars Sinai Hospital, Los Angeles 

Graduate Students Association, U.C.L.A. 

Committee for Equal and Quality Education (Watts Branch) 

Robert Coons, program director; Jackie Robinson YMCA, San Diego 

Dr. Carlton Goodlett editor /published, Sun-Reporter 

Thomas Fleming, managing editor, Sun -Reporter 

Dr. Ernest Bates, Keuro- Surge on, U.C. Medical Center 

Associated Student Government, S.F. Sta£e University 

Black Studies Department, S.F. State University 

Glen Ha nee. Chairman, Afro-American Studies Dept., S.F. City College 

Afro-American Studies Department, San Francisco City College 

East Bay Peace & Freedom Party 

San Francisco Peace and Freedom Party 

Black Student Union, Mira Costa College, Oceanside 

Amanda Walker, San Blego 

Los Angeles City College Black Students Union 
Robert Chrisman, Black Scholar Magazine 

Ministers Council For Equal Opportunity For Minority Groups, Sacramento 

Alliance For Responsible Employment and Admission Policy, U.C. Medical Center, S.F. 

Northern California Alliance 

Black Law Students of West Los Angeles College of Law 
AFSME Local 1650, U.C. Medical Center, San Francisco 
John Hess, editor, Jump-Cut Magazine 



March 13, 1977 


Dear Challenge: 

I am very disturbed by your editorial "Never Take Aid 
From the . This editor!,! i, , n attack on the west coast party 

and could really hurt the campaign. In the first place the title ia 
right of course but is not the point that should be made while we are 
building a mass movement to fight racism, fascism, the state and win 
people to PLP. We need support from the party. There should be a national 
campaign. T he l aad editorial does nothing to build the march in Oceanside. 
It amounts to abandoning the struggle. I just left a party for the 
Camp Pendleton 111. T hire were no revisionists there, Jhere were 
no bosses there, but there were a lot of people there including the 
• marines who are out on bail. 


I have been a friend of the party for, 10 years and a past 


member for 2. Tonight a co-worker from Kaiser asked to join the party * 


Then I came home and read the editorial. The party 
in California would never ask aid from revisionists or class enemies. The 
party has alw ays exposed these people. But if you have a mass organization 
there will be people involved who want to enlist support from people we 


know to be rotten. We can f t run everything. 


If we only work with those who 


already agree where is the struggle 
the campaign and will continue to do 


? The point is that PL is leading 
so, he point is that more people 


are joining the party— that we are fighting rascism in deed not just in wor*fc. 


T 

he slogan" smash racism 
We can*t destroy capitalism tomorrow but 


by destroying capitalism is new to me. 
we can fight racism every single day. 


We can't wait till the revolution . We can't end rascism without ending capitalism 
but racism will still have to be fought even after dapitalism is destroyed. 

Not to realize this is called economic determinism I believe. 

It is untnue that there are members and friends of PL who believe 
that there are black ruling class forces that have the same interests as us 
because they are black. I have never heard this from anyone associated with PL. 


I feel there is a very ddngerou s' trend going on. Back to isolation. 

Back to sec tarianism. It is fear of the masses that prompts this. It remin ds 

me of the guy on the corner during a strike holding up a sign "Revolution is x he 

Only Answer" while everyone *lse is fighting the cops. How pure. How ineffecutal. 

How isolated. I hope there will be no more attacks on the Camp Peirdieton campaign. 

It will be proven I am sure that no aid was t aken from the energy, ‘hat many 

people will join PL and CAR and the fight against racism and fascism will escalate. 

Dare to Stnuggle. Dare to win. Fight racism. Fight for mi 
socialism. 


Blanche Bebb 
Kaiser Hospital 
Pip 


LETTER TO THE NATIONAL COMMITTEE 
For Internal Bulletin. 




, This analysis of the current crisis in the party is written with 

iate^°” e »hfu V ?h dl fl ? th ® par T S " throwin e out the baby with the bath- 
+h=+ V Wh ni .3 h v dlsa gr e ements are serious, they are not as yet such 
at *fiev° Uldn t be resol¥ed b y a ful1 and open debate of the issues. 

essence t of e thp y Dflnr 1 t nfi? UtSet ?!? at 1 am in com P lete agreement with the 
s?«+o ^ an ?: Dl ^ lon P° sltlon on ^e United Front. Let me further 

state that bot^ffie tim mg and the content of the "Report from Januarv 

, * « * ^ ron "t Work" and the C-D editorial of March 17 ("Never 

] a F e so racist that the violation of the party line on raciam 
^V^ rf |_ an y violations of centralism on the part of the SF leadership 
iLt violations of centralism was made necessary anyway by the 

NC violation of democracy around this crucial question of the UF) . 

mv , The report and the C-D editorial are racist because: 

* ^he demands of the mass anti-racist movement — Free 
the Camp Pendleton 14 and End racism — as "civil libertarian" 

a vacuous , and "vague generalities". Tell that to the Marias! 

Z) ° f th ? S ? do ? ume ?‘ fc s has the effect of undermining the 

i nf ma inly minority — of the party and the march, and 

i of sabotaging the campaign and the max* march. It is hard to 
believe that the NSC wouldn't be aware of these effects. 

* m 

3 ) T° /•*}(* this coalition after the march as ordered by the NC will 

. the . movement to the revisionists — who have been 
effect ively thwarted by Hari's skillful applicatio n nf» Q ftp 
Pg . j4cy and would objectively aid the Marine Corps in its 
attempt to railroad the 14 into prison. TEe kev to a successful 
LOL, strategy is to ma ximise the participation of maise a whilo at 
. — g same time minimizing the influenc e of the revisionists. Tbio 
narrow line as been effectively walked with the Defense Committee . 

4) The C-D editorial slanders the campaign and the party leadership bv 
is P simply Untrue? 1 " W6re taking mone y from the ruling class. This 

th ®se racist distortions are corrected immediately, no 
matter what actions are taken, the party will be destroyed as a 
revolutionary force m the Bay Area. 

?? lieve distortions are directly attributable to the incor- 

i!? aid ^°Lni t -° n +i 1 Llb | rat i°” as put forward in Road to Revolution 
III and so brilliantly refuted by the article beginning on o 27 of thp 

q 11 * +? ^ a ?T 1 ?" terna ^* bulletin. As quoted in that article, RR III a 
says the following about National Liberation* 

From the point. of view of workers, peasants and other oppressed 

libora;ion ere £ S n ° Wa L ?° 'f el1 out * a stru ^ le ^r national 
liberation — because this struggle is, in itself a sellout in 

its very conception. 

National Liberation is a sellowt demar^xixx*qpp» 3 r^ v ”^ 


hitz/2 


if it is not tied to socialist revolution, I suppose, because i 
denies the class charater of the struggle. But just because the 
nationalists and revisionists deny the class nature of the struggle 
doesn’t mean it doesn’t exist! What is misnamed National Liberation 
by the xkxxs sell-outs is in reality a struggle by the working class 
of the country in question against US imperialism, as part of the fight 
for socialism. It is the working class aspects of such struggles, which 
vary immensely in strength from country to country, that we must sup- 
port unequivocally, even as we struggle relentlessly against the 
nationalist/revisionist aspect. 

Because of our national chauvinist rejection of the millions in- 
volved in such so called National Liberation struggles , ~vte write them 
off as to the Soviet camp. Thus we overestimate the strength of Soviet 
Imperialism relative to the USi. In practice, we treat National Liber- 
ation forces as the primary enemy, while US imperialism is secondary . 
For instance, we are virtually silent on events in Zimbabwe, as though 
it really doesn't matter if US imperialism is defeated there. Intern- 
ally to the US, this view translates a in practice to the notion that 
nationalism, not racism , is the main enemy. 

We forget: National Liberation and nationalimm are reactions to 
to US imperialism and racism. S&xk Sophisticated arguments about 
which contradictions are "internal" and "external" are slick camo- 
phlage for racism • Tell the Vietnamese peasants ikatixxKX in 1968-* 7 * 
that revisionism is was their main enemy aoaiixtluqckkkxx while the 
US imperialism was saturation bombing, and they’ll spit in your face. 
Unless we fight US imperialism and racism primarily , we can't pos- 
sibly convince anyone of the dangers of nationalism and revisionism. 

So we attack the panthers, not the police who are shooting them; 
we attack the NLF and less so the US which is murdering them; and 
finally, we attack our own party members and the Camp Pendleton 14 
Defense Committee for uniting with a few petty bourgeois nationalist 
forces in x x±x their exemplery campaign against the KKK, the mili- 
tary brass, and the revisionists in general. It is a pattern of racism 
which the PLP cannot afford to repeat. 

Reform and Revolution , despite the many distorted interpretations 
of it, gives us a possible tool for resolving this situation. If Nat- 
ional Liberation struggles were considered reform struggles, then our 
role would be to raise communist ideas from within those struggles. 

We should in fact study in depth every such struggle and figure out 
how to make contact with the left and have some influence, no matter 
what it takes. 

But as for the Pendleton case, it is of the utmost importance that 
we continue to pursue the effective UF policy as we have been doing, 
with no changes in leadership. Further, the party nationally should 
build this campaign all out so that a national UF can be mobilized to 
carry the struggle through the xppxx lengthy appeals process. Every 
party area should build a Defense xx Committee and concentrate on in- 
volving military personnel at nearby bases. If some areas want to 
pursue the NC line on centering the campaign around the line of CAR, 
then we would have an experiment in real life as to which type of 
approach is best build the party. Skch a campaign could be accom- 
panied by a full and open debate leading up to a party convention in 
a year or so. 



hitz/3 

C An interesting aside* if the California leadership had done nomine; 
about the Camp Pendleton 14, would we be in this crisis? Would Hari 
and Jib be threatened with demotion?^ 


If the above measures are taken, unity in the party can be pre- 
served and we will have the opportunity to advance the line and the 
practice to new qualitative heights. If the NC majority persists in 
its recalcitrant attitude, all that will be accomplished is the main- 
tenance of the party as just another of myriad of small, irrelevant, 
racist sects on the "left?.,'. if it survives at all. Racism in the 
party must not .be tolerated from any quarter, any more thalb the 
"capitalist road" was tolerated by the Red Guards when the Cultural 
Revolution was launched in China. I for one will carry this struggle 
through to the end. 


Comradely, 

Henry Hitz 

FOOTNOTE ON ROOTS* 

As the auther of the leading "right-wing trend" review of Roots , 
let me testify to the value of debate in the party. Subsequent reviews 
have convinced me that I over-reacted to the racism k of the first 
review in emphasizing the positive aspects (I still think there are 
some; I never came close to stating that the positive aspects were 
primary, as one of my critics accuses me). I agg agree in the main 
with the March 17 review. My main point, which is germane to the 
central debate, is that if we ignore the positive aspects, if we ignore 
what millions of p honest people liked about Root s, who the hell are 
we talking to? Or to quote Exxm Ernie Brill, km xyfesxk maybe I*tail 
the masses "sometimes, but it doesn’t hurt to look them up once in a 
while l 

(X FOOTNOTE ON SEXISM* 

Terrific to see all the concern a t over sexism in the party in 
the bulletins. Why in the hell wasn’t Kitty E. , NC member from San 
Francisco, invited to the special meeting to talk about problems 
with the work on the west coast??? 
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LETTER TO THE NATIONAL COMMITTEE! 



The editorial of March 17, was one of the most racist piece of propagand 
ever printed in a Communist Newspaper. 


Iconsider myself, one of the stronger Challenge sellers, but I couldn't 
and won't go around selling that racist Editorial, to anyone, not 
even my enemy, for them to use against me It's not the ruling class 
alone that's saying, "Don't go to the defense of the Pendleton 14, 
People on the N.C. are saying it. (Do you mean PLP. people shouldn't 
support the Black Marines, in their struggle for Freedom?) The 
title of your Editorial should have been, "Never Take "Aid" From Racists 


It was, and is very important that Black people read and know what is 
going on in the world of today. Dr. Goodlett, happens to be the owner 
of the newspaper called, "The Sun Reporter", a Black newspaper. It 
is sold and distributed in the black neighborhoods, and in white 
neighborhoods too. Most Blacks get this paper and it is read. Charles 
Callaway puts the articles about Pendleton in 'the paper. So in 
essence we are using his name, to get his paper, to get the news out 
to our brothers and sisters. 

We get articles in the Chronicle, Examiner, T.V. Stations and press 
all over. Why the attack on how the news gets to Blacks (Racism?) 
Chronicle doesn't even deliver in my neighborhood, it's a blackout 
area(otherwords too many blacks who may not pay for the service). 

1, for one, don't and won't buy the Chronicle. I discourage others 
not to. Everyone who buys a newspaper helps to get the Hearst family 
a little richer. Where do we draw the line? On Blacks finding out 
what'S going on, or making the rich richer. 


It was out of the struggle for the 8 hour day that May Day was born. 
August Spies, A Communist, and 3 other Class brothers were hung by the 
ruling class, for organizing the workers. It's our Holiday, one we 
respect, and look forward to each year. Building for May Day has been 
attacked by Barbara Hertz, and I feel she owes the May Day Committee 
an apology. Saying May Day has^not^ppen built for. It has been built 
to the point where we were havingrtwice a week, phone calls everyday, 
visits with our base. about May Day. We in S.F. are building. I 
can't speak for L.A. That may be their problem, but not ours. We 
have the halls rented, permits gotten, money raised, tickets for 
luncheon out and selling, breakfast planned, catering service contacted 
we have a tfeautilP 1 poster, and our leaflet is superb. In S.F. we have 
an annual May Day Cookbook typed up with political slogans in it, 
and put out as a Raffle Prize annually. We have our 2nd annual one 
ready. Everyone is ready to win it. It is dedicated to August Spies 
this year. 

I ,feel that there is a lot of Racism and Nationalism going on in the N.< 
Victor said* "Latin People couldn't go along with the Anti-^racist 
program, it didn't relate to them. (Isn't it because of Racism that 
Latin People are being deported?) So going to the border wouldn't 
pertain to black people, most of us. We, black people, went to Delano 
last year, slept on the cold ground, and were ready to fight the KKK 
or whoever came to disrupt. Then went to L.A. Shouting NO MORE 
DEPORTATIONS. So where is democratic centralism being broken? 

Here or there. 


I'm surprized at the Racism of Victor coming out like that, 
was outright racist in nature. tfW 

. If they are expelled /we ali are 
Because we believe in the same line, and have the same goals. 
Racists around the Party should be kicked out. 



arbara H 


expelled. 

These 


I couldn't sleep thinking of the Racism that has been going on in the 
N • C • 

j 

Barbara Hertz, could have, but didn't contact May Day C 0 mmittee to 
to even talk of May Day, so where does she get her false information? 


Maybe in L.A. they aren't building, we are in tl 
working god damn hard sit building for it 




•R; area. I 


'm 


I'm criticizing Barbara Hertz for not contacting the S.F. May Day 
Committee personally, if she wanted to know about May Day, and for 
her racist of all racist letters, to the N.C. One struggle helps 
build another. Pendleton will help build May Day. Their will be 
an end to Racism, I will fight for that some where some how, my 
voice will be heard. Someone will help. 


Yours in struggle for all the workers 
of all races. 




To all NC members. 

It seems to us that the NSO as well as the Bay Area 
members have been acting very subjectively in the series of (to) 
disagreements that culminated m the current editorial (see V — S 
adjoining letter to Challenge - Desaf ic ^ 

We are not particularly interested in how it all began, 
who started it, who said what to whom, etc... It is clear that 
we are dealing with serious disagreements and that the content 
of the debate takes precedence over the mistakes committed by 
both sides in the form of the debate (i.e. violations' of demo- 
cratic centralism, provocative argumentation, &rumor-mongering. ) 

We suggest that the March 19 N.C. meeting make the following 
decisions : 

(1) Immediately open a one-year debate on the united front 
and whatever other issues may come up. The debate should 
be carried out in Challenge as well as internal bulletins. 

All submissions should be printed. 

(2) Start making plans for the 1978 Party Convention. 

(fcrs —convention discussion can include an evaluation of the 
1973 convention - strengths and weaknesses.) 

(3) Allow the Camp Pendleton 14 campaign to continue with 
its present strategy of the united front. Within this 
framework offer constructive criticisms of right-opportunist 
errors ( which are inevitable in any attempt at U.F. work.) 

(4) Send someone from the NSC to discuss the united front 

and the Camp Pendleton 14 campaign with the Bay Area expanded* 
leadership. 

(5) Retract the absurd sections of the Volume 13, #42 edi- 
torial • 


(6) Request that Jim, Hari, and Kitty self— criticize for 
their factionalism in not informing the Bay Area Party of the 
NC majority position and in not ensuring that it be presented 
properly. All f actionalizing must stop. 


Nobody wants a split. The differences are too deep to be 
resolved in one NC meeting. At this point, compromises are going 
to be necessary on both sides. The above suggestions are geared 
to developing a workable framework for inner-^Party struggle and 
to restoring an atmosphere of overall Party unity. Only in this 
context ean we defeat sectarianism and opportunism. 


(Berkeley PLP^ 

V memktnf. / 
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To the NC: 


(jJ) 

I have been a member of the party for about 2 years. Previous to 
that , I had been close to the party, defending its line and giving a sus- 
tainer equal to about 10% of my income, for about 6 years. I have come to 
view the party as the only, not just the best, hope for socialism in this 
country and in the world. I have tried both to carry out the partv's line 
and to discuss it with my friends. And nox*, I am afraid that the party is 
about to commit revolutionary suicide, to decimate itself, and to abandon 
hundreds— -potentially thousands, millions — of workers and their allies to 
cynicism, hopelessness, or the to the capitalist alternative of doing 
one's o wn thing. 

There seems to be a hardening of line, itself not necessarily a bad 
thing unless it chokes off debate within the party, as it seems presentlv 
to be doing. The recent C/D editorial (March 17), NC Report (January? ) , " 

and party internal all attest to this hardening, and all should be seriously 
criticized. 


It seems that the problem began after the emergence of the partv's 
line on war and fascism. To my knowledge, no one disputes the idea that 
there is a trend to fascism at home and inter-imperialist world war abroad 
that the root of this trend is the decline in the American economy with 
respect to the economies of other imperialist nations, particularlv the 
Soviet Union. At least no one I know in the Bay Area clubs disputes this 
analysis . However, it is one thing to locate and publicize a trend even 
to determine that is inexorable, and another to say that war and fascism 
are around the corner, are so imminent as to be expected within weeks or 
months. Sevdral of the C/D editorials and articles seem to profound this 
idea, which, i think, is objectively untenable. At least, it merits 
debate, not unquestioning acceptance. 


Tnen Hari Dillon and Jim Dann wrote a long, extensively researched 
article— in the form, properly, of a letter to the National Committee— 
wnich disputed a C/D article naming the Soviet Union as the "top dog" among 
the world's imperialist powers. As far as I am concerned, Hari and Jim 
were correct in writing that article, the article itself is correct or 
i®cist ari excellent correction of errors made in C/D articles and edi- 
torials, and at the very least of f ertile soil for debate. But 
has yet to be answered, unless one calls Mort S.'s and Comrade from 
Brooklyn's slanders in the most recent internal an "answer." Certainly 
the NC has not replied; there has been nothing anywhere — either in an In- 
ternal, an NC report, or in C/D that refutes their arguments with anv kind 
of documentation or serious argument. What response there has been has 
simply bmounted to attacks on Hari and Jim, not a willingness to debate 
the issue. These two are accused of trying to "undermine the party's 
line; What • horseshitl ! ! -A democratic-centralist party is supposed to 
be, I thought, both centralist and democratic. Any viable communist 
party, I've been taught, thrives on intra-partv debate, needs it to refine 
its line. Well, where's the debate?? A vote at an NC meeting — is that a 
debate??!! (With a notation in the NC report that Hari "vacillated." as if 
there were something wrong with questioning whether. or not the partv's 
position at any given time were correct!!!) The NC implies there will be 
no such debate. And don't think that the lesson is not being lost on 
rank and file party members such as myself. That lesson is: Shut up 
buddy, and don't ever question an article in C/D or a report from the'lTC 

a" 0 I^S e AuL S Hnr/^ 3 T^ 0n " or gani 2 G around" or "form a faction around", 

1 e iIarl and Jlm Wl11 bo charged with, if they haven't been already. 


Then there's "Roots.” The "debate" in C/D has been so one-sided as 
to be a mockery. Most of wh*t has been vrritten attacking the show has 
been irrelevant at best and racist at worst. Exceptions are the very 
first anti-"Roots" article(Feb.lO) and the latest (Cultural page, March 17). 
These reviews were hardly decisive, missed many crucial points, and — the 
first one especially — bordered on racism. In between these two came HH's 
review from SF, a reviev^f while hardly faultless, was, I felt, brilliant 
in several aspects. So what transpires after HH's reply to the original 
review? A a ain, not a debate, not some sort of objective appraisal, 
but innuendoes and attacks on HH and virtually everyone in the party in 
the SF Bay Areal I 1 Again there's a lesson, the same lesson one learns from 
the attacks on Hari's and Jim's article. 

Finally, there's the big one, the attack on the whole movement aroune 
the Camp Pendleton 14 and the United Front Work. Tfi6/e, I'm personally in- 
volved in the campaign, but I think I'm objective enough to assess the 
recent NC report and the March 17 C/D editorial for what they are: total 
mispepresentation of the campaign, unrealistic dreaming and rhetoric, 
needless chastisement, midstream line-swilthcring on CAR, and racist timing. 
Any project the party undertakes needs criticism; but this campaign, it 
seems to me, needs less than most. Generally, it has been exemplary. It 
has brought 100's of workers and students (particularly minority workers 
and students) in close touch with the party's ideas, has recruited several 
people to CAR and a few to the party already, ha$ forced the revisionists 
into the wings, and has succeeded in penetrating the military with revo- 
lutionary ideas to an hh extent unparalleled anywhere else in the country. 
What the hell kind of united front work has the party in mind if the only 
people the party can "unite" with are people already in the party — or so 
closely allied as to be in CAR?? And when did CAR; s. .line develop to in- 
clude the party's line on the KKK(I mean that they're in the pay of the 
ruling class) or the party's line on war and fascism and US/USSR rivalry? 

In my fairly long association with the party, I have never witnessed such 
an exciting campaign, nor one so well orchestrated, nor one so in keeping 
with the party's general line. The gutter-sniping from the NC and other 
quarters which has ensued is not only valueless, but destructive, racist, 
and anti-communist. Would the NC rather that we had not come into contact 
with these 100's of presently non-party, non-CAR forces or had not raised 
their consciousness? 


Thus, I see the party in danger of becoming a sect. Rather than 
wanting to reach out tcporkers and students who are not presently self- 
consciously left-wing, (the NC and certain other comrades whose articles 
are accepted into C/D or the internals .wish to mount a nurcre ( and make no 
mistake — that is what it is) of those "right-wing" (ha! ) elements they feel 
dominate a particular area of work, or a particular line of thought within 
the party. In no case has there been a breach of party discipline, of 
democratic-centralism. In all cases has there been a search for discus- 
sion and debate. But now, criticism— even questioning — has become 
tantamount to an assault on the party and its principles. 


_ .ic 


is only one answer , and that is a f ul 1-sc q-l-g. f . . JhxX-l -mart’ 7 


IcruT-torn debate on t he sub ject of Unite d Pront~~wbVh l Another NC meeting 
will not fill the bill* If the national leadership of the party is truly 
inspired by communist ideals and practice, it will not only permit such h 
debate; it xjill see'': and encourage it. It will, as well, open the debate 
to the discussion of the relative strengths and weaknesses of the US and 
USSR and. the imminence of » war and fascism. It will not hide behind that 
false, unobjective, Imd i a^. oct real view of party "discipline^ which says that 
debate is disunity and questioning in treachery. It will not, in short 
proceed on the road to revisionism. C 




One final, and personal note. I am especially disturbed by the 
attacks on Hari~ Dillon. I hesitate to write this for fear that my 
previous romakrs will be chalked up to personal loyalty. Don't 
make that mistake. I would not have joined the party were it not 
for Hari. His dedication and his style of work should make the 
par tv proud. To me, it is grotesque that someone whose contributions 
to revolution have been so great should be so attacked. He is, I 
believe, a model organizer — a real friend, open-minded and flexible 
but unflinching in his purpose, specific in criticism and suggestion, 
encouraging and creative in proposals and evaluation, and self-critical 
The party cannot afford to lose his leadership. 



Fry * i 

Oceanside. Victor and I went down to Oceanside on Wednesday to talk to the people 
we (the party) ha^there and find out how the work was going and what they thought 
of the NC report. Basically we had had no communication with them ^for about three # 
weeks except send them money to keep going and a phone call from Charmaine (leader 
of the work there) who asked for beds, which we got for her. At the outset of /this 
campaign, Hari and I and Victor were jointly responsible for Oceanside, but as 
differenced of line and tactics began to surface (especially around a demonstration 
in Ocianside in which we brought about 70 people and three red flags, which upset 
Charmaine — the flags, not the people) 


Hari took over the responsibility completely for Oceanside and San Diego. We had /IW 
originally agreed that Victor, being in DyKLnd being very able zo do it, should meet 
with the party study group that was being set up in Oceanside. Hari never called me 
or Victor to tell us this had changed. He just met with the study group. He only 
mentioned to me that he would lead the work in Oceanside. He also met with the 
San Diego party and decided on a new party leader there without discussing this with 
us. Anyway that, plus the NC report are the reasons we went to OCeanside to see 
what fiji was going on there and what they thought of the NC report. 

When we got there Hari was on the phone and asked to speak to me and s asked 
why we were there and told us we had no business being there. He told Charmaine to 
have us go to the Defence Committee office and have a conference call with him and Jim 
We went there and after we talked a little, Hari called and said Jim "had to leave". 

He then went into a long attack on me and Victor in which he said we shouldn’t be 
in Oceanside, that if we had any questions about the work, we should call him, 
and that we should "do some mass work" if we wanted to get a flavor for what was 
happening and be useful. He also said that se were racist toward Charmaine be- 
cause we brought those^ red flags to Oceanside and didn’t discuss it with her first 
(we never dreamed we needed to dmscuss that with her first) and because Victor 
spoke at the rally in Oceanside (and gave a very militant speach) without asking 
her peimission. He said I had been factional with Charmaine because during the time 
I was still helping lead the work in Oceanside, I would call and check up on things 
that Hari had also checked on and when she would tell me she was doing x or y thing 
I would ask "Did Hari till you to do that?" He said that was racist and factional. 

He ended by telling us to leave Oceanside of do mass work or go on a tour, 
t (ottk ou+h sh e s/a? 'bhihk U* hcn/e her h&4- o)re l/'/ct*** 

After we talked to nim t ' Charmaine was upset| she said she didn’t think we were 

racist towards her, and she thought the confusions about the rally had to s 

so with the whole differences and confusion about the line — she was afraid of 

raising the party and a militant line so boldly in Oceanside at first and she thought 

Hari was against this (Hari claims she was wrong and misunderstood him.). She also 

said she didn’t thiak I was intentionally factiorf^its just that she could tell 


^ (ttf& u* Q/uxys cJitz&k* ) .) 

id it made hernervouSV^oTie also told me is 



there were different lines in LA and SF and 

that about three weeks or so ago HARI TOLD HER NOT TO TALK TO LA ANYMORE AT ALL! 

(talk about factionalizing! ). Unfortunately after that call Charmaine felt 
it, would be” factional" to talk to us further about the NC report,, * 

She said she felt in Oceanside they were carrying out the report and that their emph 
emphasis there had not been on other groups but on building the Committee and the 
party, and that since the rally we had there she has been open about being in the pa 
party. 

We talked to another comrade there, Chuck,, who is also doing the work in Oceanside. 
Victor asked him how many CAR members there were in Oceanside. He said only two, because 
it was his impression that you had to really know some one a long time and explain a 
alot of things to them before o you could ask them t6 join an advanced organization 
like CAR, . Victor told him he thought we should ask more people to join CAR from 
the sooner because CAR’s line is a line that masses of people will respond to. 

So evidently Chuck agrees, because the next moring Victor got a call from Charmaine 
critieing him for telling this to Chuck, because that night at a meeting Chuck had s 
signed up seven people to CAR who evidently she didn't think were "ready" yet for 
this step. We later found out that these seven new members who "weren't ready yet" w 
were 7 of the defendents who had attacked the KKK themselves!!!! 

When we got back from Oceanside, I called Hari immediately because I wanted to 
tell him more of what I thought of his condutt and that we had every right to go 
to Oceanside to discuss the NC report and work with Charmaine. He was busy an night 
(at that meeting yof.u told me about I guess) and the next morning he sailed me= — 
to say he didn't want to give me the impression we couldn't go to Oceanside any time 
we wanted (sic!) and that it was perfectly fine for us to discuss the NC report with 


Charmaine any time we wanted and he would tell us that! ! ke said Ae tie n?r 

ft>/4 CJhcctma/*)*, net'. tD i&lfc US. 

3) The Black Panther Party. As yoju knoy we were told some time ago by Hari to go to 
the BPP in LA to get their endorsement for the Defense Committee march — I disagreed, 
but he insisted strongly because they had such good relations with the group in 
Oakland that we should contact them ^own here. We did. They came to two of our 


steering committee meetings and were obnoxous — attacking CAR and everybody in it and 

- y. .. . ■ , ■ , 

^trying to unite with ohher new forces at the meetings against us. I raised repeatedly 
with Hari that we didn't want to have anything to do with them. He told me we 
had to — and not to do anything that would jeapordize the party's good relations with 
them in the Bay area-r-^/ At one point the BPP leader told me he }pd gotten 
CASA into the Committee. This group is an arch enemy, of the working class and is 
directly responsible for the deportation of two of our members. I called HAri 
and told him I was going to call the BPP and tell them no dice. He told me to go UO 
talk to them in person, to be very careful and, again , not to jeapordize the relation- 
ship., etc. Finally I told Hari the BPP had a forum at UCLA and people came. He finaly 
said ok, we didn’t have to have anything to do with them in L.A., since they have no 
base here and /}i since the relat inns hip was solid with them in the Bay area. 

I then discovered later that Hari had told Jim Dann that he told us to have nothing 
to do with the Panthers in LA because they didn't have a base — at least that's 
what Jim told a member from LA, then Victor, then me. Hari said it was "all a mix up 
and was now j|:raighteried out." I might add that Victor and I kept insisting that 
the BPP were revisionists and Hari told us they are not — at least in the Bay area, 
they are a large healthy group not tied to the revisionists . 

4$ San Diego — another story, but this is very ling. To summarize this, some of the 
members there are very upset. I sent them the NC report. The designated leader there 
told me he was spending most of his time in the UF work — going to Churches and other 
groups for the Defence committee (he told me this week). He hadn't thought about 
building CAR chapters around this at the Welfare office (where we have work) or on the 
campus, where we have a member. He thought it was a geod idea, but on the other 
hand he was very busy doing the "work" — the UF. 

5)At the very first meeting of?- the West Coast leadership, IHarm said he wanted to make 
this as good as the march for jobs — a UF we £</> had a big march around out here several 
years ago. I said we didn't get anything out of that march. Hari said we got some new 
members out of it in SF. I now question what line we got them around! Reform or 
revolution, At that march of about 2000 or more about 35 Nazi's showed up and 
had a counter demo, with racist signs and NAzi uniforms. We did not attack them becu 



because we were not prepared to do so at all— neither the party nor its base. Iherei^T) 
were no security precautions taken to prepare for this even though the Nazi’s had been 
showing up in SF at many demos at the time. I raised at the West Coast leadership 
meeting at the begdnnig of this Pendleton campaign that the reason we weren’t prepared 
to attack the Nazi*^ because we were concentrating on building the UF around a 
watered down line of M more Jobs” (not even 30/40). Hari disagreed, but I thihk 
its the truth and that this current campaign has gone even further in this direc^ion- 
at a period that is much worse and in which the line "Death to the 
even a more urgent question. I think that I should have raised all this much more s 
sharply with the leadership sooner. If I had, alot of this could have been avoided. 

I think my hesitancy to bring things to a head was based on a bourgeois fear of 
keeping peace at all co#tsy^ 

In struggle, 


Barbara 


Bear Milt: — 

A couple of things I wanted to tell you about: 

The first is May Bay- -when Harri first told me that he thought the Oceanside 
^Statewide) march should be postponed to April 2--I told him I was against it 
because it was too close to May Bay . Both will cost a lot of money and both Involve 
an all-out effort. He said we had to have it th(n because the trials would be going 
on starting in March and he didn't want to have it March 19 or 26 because the 
revisionists were planning a rally in Oceanside March 19 and we didn't want to have 
ours too soon after theirs (they've since cancelled their march). He also told me 
I had a bad attitude and we could build both, using the April 2 march to bring people 
to May Bay. I told him we'd better start winning people to May Bay before that. 

Then last week, I called him because I wanted to have a statewide leadership 
meeting— mainly about May Day and about how to link the April d marah Ao May Bay, 
because I thought May Bay was getting lost in the shuffle. He said we didn't need 
a meeting because since Armando and Lisa*were on the statewide May Bay conmittee 
from here, they cobld take care of problems and lead in building May Bay and that I 
should have more confidence in them. X told him I thought we needed to have a 
leadership meeting to discuss the politics of the May Bay march and how to link the 
work around Pendleton to that (I suggested the slogan— "Smash racism-Beath to the 
Fascists" be the PL slogan at the April 2 rally). He said we didn't need a meeting 
and that it was a strength rather than a weakness, that the main leadership didn't 
have to meet about May Bay and that the whole thing would be planned and built by 
this committee and that I should have more trust in Armando and Lisa (leaders of the 
Party in IA). That sounds fine, but the top leadership is very much Involved 
with the April 2 march— Harri is checking the leaders in each area about all of it 
and we have had 2 statewide leadership meetings about Camp Pendleton and many 
other meetings. We still didn't have the lit. for May Bay. I do have faith in 
Armando and Lisa, but unless we get the whole Party, statewide, including the 
leadership, to have a strategy about this, it's not going to be too good! 

On the other question of the confusion about whether or not Carlton Goodlet 
and Ron Dellums have endorsed the march in Oceanside— I told you about the list 
and the phone conversation with Connie Miller (A Party member in S.F.). The only 
thing I can add is that some time ago— sometime after our fisst statewide imataat 
leadership meeting about Pendleton in which we had an argument about how to build 
the united front, but before the NC meeting— I was talking to Harri on the phone 
and he explained to me that he thought it would be good — would help draw in people 
to support the Befense Conmittee and would head off the revisionists' ability 
to build a committee! !!— if we had Dellums and Goddlet as sponsors or endorsers! 

I remember the conversation because I was really surprised and I told Harri I 
disagreed with that — I also remeober because he had to tell me who X Carlton Goodlet 
was. Besides telling me he was the editor of the leading black newspaper X in 
S.F., I think he told me he was the richest black man in SF. 

I would just like to add that this whole strategy has, in my opinion, vindicated 
our line 100%. We've gotten nothing that I know of out of uniting with these 
revisionist ^dominated groups (like the Black Panther Party in LA— they say it's 
very different in the Bay area) and putting CAR and PLP second and third. Some of 
the other groups have some good people in them but they're not mass and they didn't 
turn out their membership automatically. We would have gotten much more by building 
CAR from the beginning (as we started to do here) as THE support group and then 
asking other groups to unite with CAR. We STILL would have united with the honest 
groups and have had more of a chance to win them to CAR and the Party. Also we 
wouldn't have been so limited. For example, racist Checkpoint Charlie is near 
(just north of) Oceanside and Tic tor (a p\ leader in LA) wanted to combine the 
march in support of the marines and against the KKK with a picket at Checkpoint 
Charlie— he thought combining then would make it more possible to bring a larger 
contingent from CAR- Immigration/ But of course if you have a single issue "support" 
group, that becomes impossible, etc., etc. 

Did you ever see the CAR pampihil pamphlet we wrote? It was printed once (badly) 
and was supposed to be reprinted, hut I haven't seen! It reprinted— I think they 
ran out of money. — GaHtatm 



pear Comrades, /4 

At ti e liny Area leadership meeting on Mar* 9, a serious 
attack on the party’s lino and strategy was launched by the 
Gan Francisco leadership. The National Committee o f the party 
was criticized for being Sectarian and undemocratic and some 
comrades implied the the NC was trying to destroy the Camp 
Pendleton 14 defense movement# A vote was held on the motion 
to demand party-wide discussion on the question of the united 
front* specifically in regard to the defense committee* The 
motion passed with one comrade opposed. 

Comrades, 1 did not vote against that proposal because 1 
am against broad internal discussion on the party's line* but 
because 1 am 100% opposed to factionalism, in any; form* Honest 
debate is impossible when some comrades attempt to factionalize 
in the party. At this point our main task should be to unite 
around the principals that make our party truly revolutionary- 
cri tic Asm/self -criticism, the primacy of the struggle against 
racism* and the OPEN' struggle for worker's power* 

Can we honestly say that factionalizing is taking place? 

I may be wrong but 1 feel that most of what was said at the Wed* 
night meeting was of a factional nature* I recall that: 

1) The discussion about the united front had taken place at the 
NC meeting in January* yet the S.F, leadership has continued to 
organize the CP14 campaign without any discussion among the SP 
rank and file regarding the united front* the line of the defense 
committee, and the rdle of CAR. Moreover* we were all informed 
about this at a brucial point in the campaign* a time where this 
type of dlscussibn would (and has) cause widespread confusion* 

2) Jim llann, after first refusing to dig cuss the NC report* pro- 
ceeded to attack the party's role in every mass campaign we've 
been involved in since 1965. Regarding the NC report* he stated 
"this is the second biggest piece of shit the party's ever put 
out”, the first bein* an anti-revisionist leaflet put out during 
the anti-war movement. He also publicly resigned from the NC 

so that he would he (, free to comment”. . 

3) iven Epstein corariietffed that the NC's line "would lead the 
parly down the road to destruction”. 

4) fhe G.P. leadership Refused to. discuss the right wing errors 
in the campaign and the party's work, even though a number of 
comrades, including myself * raised this point.' 

5) No plans were made to implement Avon the . spects of the line* 
we agree on, namely building CA;l as a mass based anti-racist or- 
ganization and more open polemics against the right wingers in 
the defense committed ( lev. Williams* Goodlet, ect.) 

It should .k obvious that there are very serious problems 
in he SP' party# i ^ersonolly feel. as responsible as anyone else 
for our weaknesses. My own political work has tended towards 
racism, elitism ’and /cynicism* Yet to blame this on the NC's 
sui)p03t$ i sectarianism completely avoids dealing with the opportunist, 
right-wing direction? of the SP party. 

before I elaborate on my* views of the W work* I feel it's 
important to respond to some unjust criticisms of the NC. 

1) The NC has no intention to disband the Camp Pendleton 14 cam- 
paign or to disrupt it In any way. On the contrary, the NC 
promotes the idea of/ raising the struggle to a higher level* to 
organize workers and' students around a militant, antiracist, 

ON-GOING organization like C\L! and to win the antiracist forces 

to the rteed for revo^uti on a£ the only real answer to the fascisi- 
£ati;$p/of £^ppilfkka#h Comrados all over the country are, carrying 
this liae out with success. The objective situation is heating up 
through ut the country— rebellion is in the ?ir. Thousands of 
oo^le will respond to our revolutionary ideas if wa put our ideas 
forward and carry them out in practice* 

2) The NC does not have a sectarian position* fo be sectarian is 




to isolate yourself from the working class, to say that workers 
are too backward to understand communist ideas, to refuse to \E5> 
unite with those who disagree with you. However, the party has 
consistently reached out to and recruited workers, has fought for 
the leadership of workers over the more "intellectual petty 
bourgeois elements, and has successfully participated in and built 
united fronts without weakening our own position, e.g.the anti- 
war movement, the Boston Summer Project. Through both of these 
campaigns the party has grown, and has become more working class 
and more integrated. 

3) The NC ie not undemocratic nor has it violated democratic 
centralism. There was a thonough discussion of the issues 
involved, the majority position adopted; and th# decision 
carried out In ail areas with NC representatives EXCEPT San 
Francisco. If this is not how democratic centralism works, 
then we should all have to flf to New York for every NC meeting 
to put in our 24 worth! In all honesty, comrades, the NC has 
consistently shown itself to be open to criticism and new ideas* 
And, in the long run, it is up to jMall of ue to establish the 
correct line through our practice. 

Despite the nationwide efforts to build revolutionary con- 
sciousness among the masses the San Francisco party has been 
stagnating. Racism and sexiam are serious problems yet there 
has been no criticism or discussion of these problems* A num- 
ber of women and minority comrades have left the party, some- 
times without anyone struggling with them! A number of other 
minorities and women who should be leaders of our party are 
left out of the leadership or are given ae help in developing 
their ability to lead. Can a revolutionary party exist under 
these conditions? 

The lack of criticiem/self-critiolem and political diAcuss- 
ien has allowed many reactionary tendencies ie develops. The 
"employee" mentality has assumed full-blown proportions with 
an elite group deciding on the line end the membership carrying 
it out. The City Committee meetings ^ in particular, are re«* 
strlcted almost entirely to tactical plans. All this leads to 
is lack of discipline, liberal ideology, racism, sexism, and 
Inability to understand or carry out the party's line. 

We can readily see how these weaknesses are carried ever 
to our mass work. The party activists in the campaign have nit 
defended the party's line and have bent ever backwards to soli- 
cit the participation of liberal bourgeois forces. Coupled 
with the refusal to build progressive groups like CAR, this is 
disastrous. S.F. State CAR recently witnessed the spectacle 
of seeing the Camp Pendleton defendants' visit to the campup 
sponsored by the ultra-reactionary Pan Afrikan Student Union 
with ne participation by CAR whatsoever! If we can not win 
students is our own organisations than why are we organixiug 
there in the first piece? 

Our main task in the united front ie to unite with the 
sank and file workers and students. We have ne need to lay 
out the red campet for the "lieutenAnta of capital"* Re want 
to win people to revolution- to do this we should be spending 
95# of our time building a base for revolutionary Ideas! If 
we had done this the defense campaign would be ten times strang- 
er than it ie now. 

Despite our weaknesses, I believe that our party will emerge 
out ef this debate stronger than ever and much more committed. 

We should net fear these inner party etnugglee, but bring them 
out into the open. In ne way are we immune from bourgeois ideas. 

We must defeat these ideas within our own ranks if we ever hope 
to defeat then once and for all. X* sf^/e y MihJL 


3/11/77 


Dear Milt: 


(Sj> 


Barbara called last night and said it would not be factional to forward 
to you a couple observations I'd make about the Camp Pendleton 14 campaign. 

Some of these points I have already raised at some point in meetings with Hari. 
Those raised in other ways and a couple not raised are noted. /i:t is also 
important to mention that my own practice in the last 6 months has been weak 
and it had a racist and non-collective approach at the outset of this campaign. 
I wrote a Self-criticism and through carrying out this campaign I think some 
improvement occurred) . 


(1) St the 3 meetings for SD leadership I attended in Oceanside chaired by 
Hari the agenda has been: (1) United Front work - (2) mass work - (3) party 
building. At none of these was Item 3 gotten to without either a serious 
problem existing or, in the 3rd meeting^ a struggle whether to discuss it or 
not. When I raised that we'd tried to have a PL study group four times with 
no success, we discussed it. I have consistently wondered laps the bulk of time 
was spent discussing United Front in all meetings instead of 90% time on 
revolution, but I never raised this as a general criticism. 

(2) Assignment of forces in San Diego: I have questioned several aspects of 
this over time, but made a larger struggle with Hari.which I lost, against having 

a full-time spy in the reviionist coalition. 

Current assignment of 9 PL members: 

1) Byron (PL leader in SD) full-time on going to organizations to build UF. 

2) Tom - full-time on steering committee of SD Pendelton Defense Committee 
and getting faculty endorsements of Defense Committee. 

3) Marianne — full-time working in Oceanside. 

4) Cathy Miller- raising $$$s from faculty for legal expenses (on leave due to 
PH.D • thesis). 

5) Joe - full-time with revisionists 

6) Jon- Mass work - (door-to-door committee) of CP Defense Committee 

8) Pam " " " " •• •• •• ii H 

8) Cathy Gorney - mass work and CAR 

9) Mike - mass work in military 


Summary: 4 out of 9 doing mass work 

. 0 out of 9 doing mass PL work 

We had a struggle in the SD cTiife to make primary having 2-person teams responsible 
for recruiting 4-5 people by 4/2/77. This is definitely not main fo^cus in 
practice. There is general vagueness and confusion and lack of concrete dis- 
cussion on recruitment. 

3) i raised with Byron to raise with Hari that it is extremely serious to be wit 
holding the NIS 200— page report, no matter how we obtained it, from the working 
class. It includes the Klan constitution inside the military, all i.ts secret 
code names, etc. Byron only allowed a few copies of 2 pages to be circulated 
only to friends. Two reasons given: 

X) could harm relationship with lawyers an dA r ... . 

wyers and/or injure" legal case. 


(2) could open us to attack by revisionist lawyers which could isolate us 
defendents we are trying to win over. 



This material should have long ago become exposure of the MC and state— released 
the public, the press, etc. No doubftt there is a lot more such material we 
are filing out about which is kept quiet in order not to injure our relationshi 
with revisionist groups. We seem to be worried about being thrown out of the 
inner circle due to anti— communism. There is the serious question of maintaining 
our ties with the defendents —but if they would not like us for being as bold 
> as them, and going on the offensive, I would be be surprised. 


My feeling since the beginning has been that an incredible amount of time and 
energy has gone into dealings with lawyers, revisionist lawyers, revisionist 
groups, etc. Byron is often working with Hari on matters that boil down to? 
what will the revisionists think or say about us of we do X,Y,z; what should 
we do to have the best working relationship with them. 

tuii'iji’-) 

A couple of years ago we had a line that we would not be in UF CP, etc. 

so what is different about this situation? # 


By the way, I was in the orginal discussion to make this a coalition much broader 
than CAR— Barbara was a minority of one at that meeting. After much door-to-door 
work# I would say that the only people CAR excludes is organized revisionist 
groups and anti- communists. 

4) There is a lot of talk from SF that big*name^ groups and individuals are just 

about ready to put on concerts for us, etc. etc. I have never been critical of 

this but sceptical as hell. 

5) After changes in assignments of forces^we had no organized CD sales or mass 

distribution of PL literature in SD. Hari felt that this was okay if quality 
work was being done on a one-to-one basis. To me CD work represents a larger 
problem. Hari also felt that CD isn't consistantly good so it would be better 
with some people to use pamphlets. OUf'Having less PL activity generally is our 
own fault here, but this has been made into a line: The only focus of SD PL 

for the duration is the camp pendleton 14. i went along with this approach for a 

while but it finally occurred to me that this undermines the nature of the 
party to be the overall vanguard of the working class. It is this line which 
to the party leaders only work being to build the united front. 

- Z7 0b 


Dear Milt: 


Barbara suggested when she called me the other day that I write you 
3 give you some of the information concerning our experiences with the Camp 
’mdleton 14 Defense Committee Line, CAR, etc., especially since I had some mis- 
sings about the Defense Committee line. 


(Sj 
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One important point in my opinioh is that the original contact that I made 91 * 
-th the defendents wa^b representative of CAR. I spoke to three defendents the 
iy after the first demonstration (where David Duke was hit over the head) and 7f 1 

ive them my name and th4 name of CAR (as fcondo so by Barbara H) Two of 

ese three are the defendents represented by Weitzman. Although I was later 
tacked by Weitzman for using CAR's name and criticized by Hari, the defendents 
re not scared off. When I saw them at the Feb. 20th meeting in Oceanside, 

Gilvery in fact said he still had the original paper with the names on it that 
had given him. in speaking to Coffee, McGilvery and others in the early orp 

lys of the hearing, they were very sharp in presenting to me a position close to st-w 

ir line on the rise of fascism and the fact that the military was preparing to ^ 

(.ght next in South Africa, etc. 


I was able to get into the brig with Weitzman the first time he did so 
*/hen Jesse Jackson arrived) and spoke with the defendents there. Interest- 

Ay# later when the lawyers met^ wj.fr fr .the defendents in the brig it was the re- 


0*5 


isionists, not the military w 


ra« 


go in. (The revisionists recognized me 


nd took Weitzman aside to say I should not be allowed in) . I raised with Hari 
fter this incident that we had to have a plan for dealing with the revisionists, 
ncluding some struggle with Weitzman on the role of revisionism. I don't know * 
hatever came of this, but much of the work done since has involved a lot of 
oft stepping to not offend these lawyers! 


ISP'S 
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The stress on working with groups has meant in San Diego that very little 
ass work could be done. One party member from here was sent to Oceanside. Two 
thers were working with "groups". In additiory one of our members was assigned 
7 Hari to be a spy in the revisionist organization. This^erson is a hospital 
orker with a base among black workers. He is also president of a small SEIU 
ocal in his hospital. Because of this assignment, his work with these people 
round the^cpmcijaa^gn has tome to a halt. Even his roomate (who is in the party) 
as forctd/yout so has not to break his cover. Since I was not able to spend any 
ime with this work for the last 6 weeks due to taking my qualifying exams at 
chool, only 4 people were able to do mass work (they have been getting a 

tremendous response) and most Challenge selling has stopped, etc., due to 
roblems of manpower and emphasis in the regional leadership meetings. 
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The falling off of open party work is seriou^ especially when it is conside* 
d that the original work we did here and in Oceanside (before Charmaine, etc., 
rare sent downywas as open party and CAR and did produce a number of contacts 
fith the Marines and others. 


There is one other problem that has 
me concerning coordination and leadership 
:hese problems resulted in 
members from San Diego by the comrades who 

versa. 


been intensified by the campaign— It is 
responsibilities, not line. Som of 
personal attacks on various party 
had come from San Francisco, and vice- 


v 
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The main problem came early in the attempt to set up the work in Oceanside when 
1 was attacked as racist and factionalist for holding a meeting of the city 
committee here and for having earlier called Barbara to straighten up some 
unclarities about decisions made at a state committee meeting I was unable to 
attend. I spoke to Hari on the phone about this and told him that I did not 
agree with these criticism (made by Charmaine and Jimmy in a meeting they 
organized of other party members from S.D., L.A and S.F) but nothing more was 
done about- it. I did not see this as a problem of personalities but of 

unclear leadership responsibilities, etc. 

More important than this is the fact that the larger problems ghat we have 
raised with Barbari and Hari about making a better long-term plan for the party 
work in San DAAgo, including trhat our focus should be and problems in providing 
adequate leadership due to the limitations on my time have not been dealt with 
since they came last on all agendas. The only discussions that have occurred 
have been &n the level of what groups are being brought into the Defense 
Committee, etc^even though we have raised the need to discuss the party. 1 hope 
we will be able to discuss these issues with Barbara or whoever we are 
responsibile t<> soon so as to better implement the work of building the party, 
in San Diego and hopefully to come out of this campaign with some minority 
workers in the party, and with a plan for the future. 

In struggle. 


Cfcthy Miller 


March 15,1977 


Comrades: 

This letter is a summary of a political discussion between myself and Comrade Har i 

. which took place yesterday (3-14-77). I'm the area leader in Sacramento and had 

* 

deviously set up a meeting with Har i to discuss the work — the 1st meeting since Oct. 

' 6 . 

Hari said we should discuss the line of U.F. work and the struggle within the Party 
ound it. The 1st news I had on differences within the NC on this point was the Jan. 

. report, received from N.Y. l£ weeks ago. Hari said that there was a sharp struggle 

‘ring the first L.A. meeting ( in Dec. I believe) on the Camp P. defense situation 

id on how to do the U.F. work. He felt that the Party has a history of trying to narrow 

Jwn the forces we coulc reach by relying on CAR & the Party openly- by not creating 
roader formations within which to develop revolutionary politics. The L .A . people 
rgued for a stronger role for CAR but he said his line, backed by Jim D., won out. 

I tola him the only info I had seen on the discussion was the NC report and that 

I fait it was correct. As I see it, the working class needs an on going anti-racist 

-ganization in order to defeat fascism. That if the party initiates a grouping, 
spicially an an +i -racist one it should be done through CAR. 

Hari rep I yec that we'd be baited and , for example, the C .P. | 4 def endan ts would 

not've come around us if we had been a CAR sponsored defense committee. I disagreed, 

CAR 

feel makes sense & most working people coulc be won to join, as in fact did 
pst of the defendants . 

Hari was vaguel >^el f-cr i t ical about his not calling a meeting to discuss the Jan 
C resort 2 months ago. But he didn't discuss why he had not done so., which I feel 

s based on (l), his net agreeing with the line of the Jan. meeting and (2) he was 

I 

fraiG that his line would loose out (or at least be further exposed) in an open 
iscussion cf the Jan. NC meeting. He further stated that though it was a breach 
f democratic centralism, the NC has in fact breached DC by publishing an 

attack on the CP. I 4 in the 3-17-77 Co editorial, without discussing the changes 
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made on what he had written. (Hari said he had been asked by Mitt, in a curt manner 
to write up a piece on the danger, of the revisionists with in the Defense Committee. 

Hari was sharply critical with the content of the above mentioned 3-17-77 edi- 
tori al , ’’Never Take Aid From the Class Enemy.” He said it was racist because (I) it 
termed the slogan "End Racism" as a vague generality" and (2) for calling the slogan 
"Free the 14" civil l i ber tar i an— he felt that civil libertarian meant to defend ALL 
sides on a class question (like the ACLU is doing in San Diego defending the Klan). 

Vie ^ A/ 

He didn’t support the editorial, which^wTs sabotaging the Defense campaign and in 
fact, siding with the military brass with regards to the importance of "freedom" 
for the defendants, that it wasn’t important. Some of the defendants ( or just 
Marines working with us ??) were up for a party last Saturday (3-12-77) and Hari 
went over the editorial with them. They agreeded that it was racist and that it 
seemed to make light of their fight to stay out of jail. Hari felt they wouldn’t 
remain in/around the Party if the "racist" editorial represented the Party's line. 

I was shown the letter Barbara H. sent to the NC regarding May Day and the inci- 
dent at the Oceanside Defense Commi tee office. He implyied that they had come to 

snoop arouno. That Barbara & Victor did not let himself nor Charmftine know they 
were commlng, "How would I like it If he came to Sacramento on the sly and check- 
ed up on the work?" 

While we were meeting (about 4 hours) Hari was receiving calls from Party 
members oiscussing the "open letter or individual letter" being solicited in 
behalf of Hari's line to be sent to the NC. He said he would send me one, when 
it was ready, and l could sign it if I agreed wi th the contents. 

As l was leaving, 1 argued with Hari about the D & D "TDI” thesis. To me 
it doesn # t matter if the U.S. remains #1 for ahwile; the standard of living for 
workers will continue to go down and racism is be esculated . That the fight against 
fascism is a primary question because there’s no way the bosses can survive without 


it-knowlng that the working class will not take the cutbacks, layoffs. 


i© 

increased 


racism I ying down. 

I want to say that I agree with the NC report that Hari 's work should be to give 
"leadership on overal I party work, centering around the building of fractions in the 
unions." Ms/e struggled with Hari about meeting twice a month to help us with the 
Sacto Work and to include me in the S.F. city meeting so I could meet with a leader- 
ship body. Susan, my wife, quit the party a month ago over the lack of leadership 
being given the work in Sacramento. She says she doesn't want to stay in a party 


that sent us to a difficult area to work and then "left us out on a limb" with no 
leadership." She also feels it was wrong not to include someone from Sac. in 
West Coast leadership meetings. 

I hope the differences to be discussed can be worked out by all agreeinq 

## 

with the points made in the various articles attacking this dangerous right-wing 
trend within our Party. Internal weaknesses are primary, I have full confidence 
that the NC wi I l succeed in rallying party forces & friends to defeat this right- 
wing trend. 


In struggle. 

Bill Del ucch i 


§§ the March 8th internal bulletin.. 


Comrades, 


Our party is in a critical period, we have the ability to make great strides ahead 
toward our goal of revolution. This makes how we deal with our weaknesses even more 
crucial. In the last NPW mid-west Cadre School the group 1 was in got into a discussio 
on Sexism, that was not a written part of the agenda, however, we were discussing 
basebuilding and the obstacles to it. The response of some comrades when the issue 
was raised was that "racism was more important" and "we should organize a discussion at: 
another time". This type of response is one that many party members and party leaders 
feel comfortable with. This must change. Sexism is a systematic ideology designed to 
as racism does to divide the working class. We cannot igonre the issue or merely tack 
on anti-Sexist slogans to our leaflets. Another comrade in the CAdre School mentioned 
an incident where a Sexist remark was made by one of his co-workers. The comrade told 
hia co-worker that he was being disrespectful to woman. It was good that this comrade 
did respond to Sexism, nowever his response was very weak. It should not be our positic 
that sexism is merely di srespectf ul to women but it is politically an enemy of our 
class. We must seriously and decisively make a plan to further develop and advance our 
line on the question, and to make attacks on the manifestations of Sexism in this societ 
If we don't who will ?? This internal was written in an effort to help that process. 

The most recent party internal included an article on "Male Chauvinism" written by 
a comrade from San Francisco. Although the spirit in which the article was written was 
good, it reflected some weaknesses on the issue of sexism. First of all. Sexism and not 
Male Chauvinism is the term we should use to describe the systematic oppression of women 
"Male Chauvinism" implies that the super-exploitation of women under capitalism is a 
'fault of men' and not the system. The term "Male Supremacy" also has this implication. 
Sexism doesn't make life under capitalism qualitatively better for working class men. 

It merely serves the interest of the ruling class to divide us. Male Supremacy implies 
that Sexism is an ideology to guarantee that men rule, th»t is not its pnrpose or functi 
It Is to guarantee that the ruling class rule and that the workers are divided. This is 
our line on racism and sexism is hot different in that respect, it is important that we 
•re clear and consistent on the terms we use. We say ’racism’ not ’predjudice’ because 




it is a sharper term politically and more accurately describes the role of a certain set 
of ideas and practices. ( / QaS 


If we fail to develop and put forward a marxist analysis of sexism very diligently 
we risk loosing many working class women, especially minority women who are hit hardest 
by racism and sexism. If it is our analysis that the most oppressed sections of the 
working class will fight back the hardest agaisnt the system then we should no longer 
neglect this issue. Most of the feminist organizations are reactionary groups led by 
middle-class and upper middle-class women. These groups often identify "men’' as the 
oppressor and pose solutions such as getting women in high offices, or forming seperate 
womens committees and clubs to deal with the question of sexism. This outlook is similar 
to the nationalist outlook that "black people have to get their thing together" before 
they can allie with white workers, which is exactly what the ruling class wants. In 
fact, many "womens rights*" groups have gotten financial support and endorsement from 
nine dominated corporations ^md from govt, to develop programs promoting seperatiscy^^ 
Obiviously, thdse ideas and organizations not only serve to build and maintain sexism but 
to build and maintain capitalism. Our party must immediately give leadership around the 
question of sexism and how it hurts ail workers. 

Sexism is not just a bad approach that men have, but it is an ideology promoted by 
and serving the interests of the ruling class. 

Some of the things Sexist ideas serve to do are as follows: 

1) Give the bosses a reserve labor force. During war time more women are drawn into 
Industry to replace male workers who enter the military. We see more women being 
drawn into industry today as preparation for what we project to be the World War III 
( we see direct relationship to the main contradiction). 

2) Sexism divides workers. If a male worker accepts their women co-workers as inferior 
than they are less prepared to unite with them and accept leadership from them. Also, 
the bosses use Sexism to divide workers by promoting the ideas that women don't "carry 
their weight" therefore their labor is worth less. The bosses themselves are of course 
the most racist and sexist, often times women workers in industry are subjected to forend* 


liking aexuft* propostions Dhomi6mq favors of an easier job. 

(fjnj 

3* fora of oppression resulting from systematic promotion of Sexismresults in 

^Qnomic profits for the bosses. By pushing the "a man has got to be a man” idea or in 
otkar words, a man is not a man if his wife works. This ideology saves the ruling class 
* mint * Ic - is a* if the y told two adult roomates that if they both worked only one 


would be paid a salary because the work that one did was not a ’real* job. Off hand, 
we. would say this is ridiculous but actually this is the situation of many working class 
families. Also, the labor produced by women on the job market is valued at less because 
women are suppose to be mentally and physically inferior. 

In relation to the main contradiction in the world we see women being accepted into 
industry more readily than in the past. This is as mentioned before a characteristic of 
pre war periods in history. In concluding the discussion of this particular subject we 
all must accept the responsibility of developing the partys line on Sexism aid fighting 
against sexism in word and deed. This means not fighting against sexist remarks because 
they are disrespectful or 'not nice 1 but because these statements are attacks against 
the working class, and against the revolutionary movement we have dedicated our lives to 
building. As a point of record no more Sexist remarks will be accepted as 'slips pr the 
tongue*. Party members should be conscious of the implications and connotations of worr 
euch as Motherfucker, Bitch, Bastard , Chick, Broad, etc. I know these words are not 
oodsoon in the vocabulary of most party members especially the last two but we should 


consider them anti-working class terms and struggle with our comrades and our base around 
the use of them and other Sexist terms. 


Because I've heard these terms used by comrades I assume there will be some 
disagreement as to the Sexist nature of the aforementioned terms. Therefore I think 
Its important to list briefly why these words are politically incorrect. 

1- The .term Bitch is defined ns meaning a 'female dog'. The word Bitch is usually 
>«ed to daMrtbe women or 'feminine' behavior, i.e. 'bitching' is usually used to 
deactibe a woman, nagging, raving or being hysterical (NOTE: hysterical is a word 
which derives from., word meaning having to do with woman and has negative meaning). 


2- Bastard known to mean a child that is illegitimate or without his/her parents 
being legally married. This term has sexist and racist connotations. The word is 
an insulting term because it is first of all the greatest sin for a wom an to become 
pregnant out, of marriage, and secondly, for a child to grow up with only a mother 
makes him/her somehow diseased. The racist stereotypes about black families being 
•unstable* etc. is what contributes to the racist nature of this term. 

Some specific proposals around how we can move to advance our line and our 
internal struggle around the questions of sexism: 

- We should no longer use the aforementioned terms and to be more conscience of 
the connotations and implications of the words we use. 

” should be more conscience of developing leadership among women comrades. 

- We should (club leaders esp.) feel responsible to struggling with other party 
members and each other about our personal relationships and how sexism may be reflected 

We should circulate this internal for discussion in all party clubs immediately. 

We have put off discussion of this issue too long, if the next internal is more than 
a month or so off we should print a special interns! f or distribution. 

- The NC should make a plan for research andf publishing some party material on 

the question of Sexism, a class analysis, relying on other party members to develop 
this. i.e. having local cadre make an analysis of sexism as an ideology and how it 
affects our political work in these vaiious areas. 

We should also have a plan to look at the history of the womens movement and the 

history of sexism and how it has been used to divide us *and how members of our class 

have struggled against it. 

In Struggle, 

A Black woman comrade from 
Detroit. 


Note* this piece was written for the internal bulletin in late 
1976. I apologize for carelessly neglecting to send it in as soon 
as I should. I would recommend these ideas for careful consideratbn 
by all party members, especially the preparation of non-written 
propaganda material. 

rdg, Wash. DC 


Dear Steering Committee* 

The new emphasis en politics in Challenge-Desaf ie, and 
on revolution and socialism in our on the job struggles, is 
getting us closer to Lenin* s idea of a Bolshevist party. This Is 
good, but as Stalin said, once you have established the political 
line, organization is everything. Thus, I would like to suggest 
how we ean put our line into practice better. 


1) It is not enough just to attack capitalism in our 
articles, leaflets, speeches, and forums. Liberals do that. 

Wo must explain the difference between capitalist and socialism 
as it pertains to each issue* health care, sports, racism, safety 
wages, rent, war, etc. Good, sonoroto examples about life as it 
was for workers when we held state power in the Soviet Union and 
in China, would be helpful. How was health care organized under 
the dictatorship of the worlng class? How were shipyards and 
stool mills made more safe? (I once heard that the accident 
and death rate in Poland *s coal mines wore far below that in the 


U.S.) How were sporty organized? (a recent CPL Worker article 
on this was good). Explain how those things could only axpkak 
happen in socialism, i|hf capitalism. Emphasize the principles 
behind them. Put theyei|ir tides in Challenge-Desaf io and Pt. 
Lot’s talk Socialism, JfSycialisn, and more Socialism. What 
better way to defeat ai^l^ communism? 


t 


2) It id net enough just to talk about socialism. Some 
revisienists do thdt. f We communists must explain how wo can 
get te socialism * armed' revolution , violent mass uprising, or 
peoples war. Many people think this is impossible, and most 
want to know how it impossible. We need articles and J.eeturcm 
which vividly depict -how the Bolsheviks organized the lr~ uprising, 
hew they agitated enemas t the soldiers during wartime. Explain 
and describe peoples war as it was used in Vietnam, China, Albania 
and WW II Soviet Union. How did the worhrs got arms? Wo need 
to talk revolution, revolution and more revolution, not just 
abstractly, but in the concrete. 


3) The articles in Challenge-Desaf io are still .net sharp 
eneugh. As a blaek comrade who is ready te join the party said* 
M If the revolution is going to bo bloody, the paper should be 
bleody toe, if we want to win people to what we really stand for." 
C-D must start carrying articles like those* "Why Wo Must 
Overthrow The Government", "Why We Must Destroy The Police", 

"Why Wo Must Imprison Or I kill The Bosses"., "Why We Must Turn 
The Imperialist War Into A Civil War For Socialism". There 
should be an article like this in C-D every week. 


k> @ 

4) The recent emphasis en giving us were hard infematien 

in Challenge-Desafie is weleeme. The articles en Seuth Africa, 

the pelice, the falling rate ef prefits, have cenbined facts 

with analysis. Just what we need fer pelitical discussions" with 

eur ee-werknrs. 

Hewever, C-D is usually very weak en hard Infematien 
regarding internatienal events. Since we think that the U.S. 
is heading teward war, sparked by internatienal events, and 
since the ruling class is busily pushing its lies te justify 
this war te the werkrs, we cennunists must give high prierity 
te spreading the truth abeut what's really geing en • 

What exactly is geing en in Lebanen? C-D needs te ge further 
than a few sareastie m renarks abeut "pregressive beurgeeisies" • 
Whe is Jumblatt and whe is behind hin? Whe finances the PLO 
and whe is the PLO's leadership? What is life like fer werkers 
in Israel, Egypt, Syria, Iraq? What is geing en in Zaire, Uganda, 
Tanzania? Why dees Kenya and Zaire suppert the U.S. while 
Tanzania and Uganda and Mezanbique suppert the U.S.S.R.? I feel 
that I knew almest nething abeut theses and ether crucial werld 
events which we eught te be explaining te the werking class. 


In erder te get all ef these things dene, I think the party 
leadership sheuld assign peeple te research these things, and 
write up articles and lecture femats fer the whele party te 
use* There sheuld be ne liberalism abeut waiting fer velunteers. 
I velunteer te research the way revelutlenaries in ether 
eeuntries have erganized armed struggle. 


5) It is net eneugh fer us simply te change eur written 
prepagandat Challenge-Desafie, PI Magazine, leaflets and shep 
papers. We rely tee heavily en this fern ef eemmunlcatien. 

As the capitalist scheel system falls apart, mere and mere 

ha ™ d ff f iculty reading. These whe just barely read 
find it painfull and tedieus, and difficult te retain what they've 
read. As the party and its base becemes primarily werking class, 
its reading ability is declining. Right new, we rely mainly 
en PL literature te spread the party's line, and te teach it te 
new party members. The can result is that eur line will net be 
learned well, ner spread well. 


Speakers, cadre seheels, and me vies and slides are a much 
better way te bring eur ideas te werkers, and te teach then and 
ue abeut eur party's line. All studies shew that peeple retain 
knewledge frem mevies the best, frem speakrs secend best, and 
frem reading, the least. As the party has changed frem a 
cellege student erganizatien te a werlng class erganizatien, we 
need te change the fern ef eur prepaganda werk aceerdingly. Alse, 
8,1(1 film8 ean be iauch mar ® areusing than readings. 

The Party leadership sheuld guarantee that everveltv held 
a f arum, a film, er a pelitical event (dinner, cadre scheel, deme) 
y ■ a ^ ha r week fer party members and eur base. Attendance 
sheuld be ebligatcry in general. Churches held services every 
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week, and thetr members whe are cemmltted ge. We eemmunisxs in 
the Pregressive Laber Party eught te take eur mevement at least 
that serieukly, We sheuld net fear the aecusatien frem middle 
class intellectuals ef being fanatics, s We need mere eemmitment 
and discipline, 

Organizati anally, perhaps we eeuld de as the Belsheviks 
did and train peeple te became effective speakers cn^ different 
tepics, whe eeuld travel frem city te city giving Party Lectures, 
We must shift eur emphasis te speakers, lectures and films, te 
be supplemented by written material, instead ef eur present 
metheds, which rely en written SX matter ial, supplemented by 
f arums, etc. 


6) As we change eur prepagamda werk frem written te 
verbally erlented, we will need written material nthat supplements 
the £lgXMXX$XX]fXM]£X eral presentatien. Recent party beeklets "The 
Basic Ideas ef Marxism-Leninism" and "The Marxist-Leninist Carteem 
Beck" are geed steps in this direetien. They present the party* s 
line briefly and clearly, with illustratiens. They ask questiens 
and enceurage discussien, gMIMXtiXllfircwyifWfllfMg In additien, we 
need shert 10-15 minute films and slide presentatiens. This is 
what we need te teach the Party's line en basic questiens in a 
mass wav * 

Please put thses suggestiens in an internal bulletin if 
yeu think they merit diseussien. 


g.y. 

D.C. PLP 



